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SUNSHINE  ACT  MEETINGS .  25826 


FUELS  AND  FUEL  ADDITIVES  FOR  MOTOR 
GASOLINE 

EPA  permits  State  and  local  governments  to  control 
aspects  not  explicitly  regulated  by  EPA;  effective 
5-19-77  . .  25731 


NATIONAL  FIRE  CODES 

OFR  publishes  list  of  proposed  changes  to  fire 
safety  standards  developed  by  the  National  Fire 
Protection  Association;  comments  by  6-27-77 .  25767 


OIL  AND  GAS  PRODUCTION  FACILITIES  ON 
THE  OUTER  CONTINENTAL  SHELF 
Interior/GS  requests  comment  by  8-15-77  on  pro¬ 
posed  method  of  performing  a  Systems  Design 
Analysis  .  25773 

NUCLEAR  MATERIALS  AND  FACILITIES 
NRC  proposes  to  require  licensees  to  develop  and  imple¬ 
ment  safeguards  contingency  plans;  comments  by 
7-18-77  .  25744 

HUMAN  USES  OF  TELETHERAPY  UNITS 

NRC  proposes  regulations  regarding  byproduct  (reactor- 
produced)  material;  comments  by  7-5-77 .  25743 

TANK  VESSELS 

DOT/CG  prohibits  installation  of  and  use  of  air 
compressors  in  cargo  areas;  effective  6-15-77 .  25734 

RAILROAD  CABOOSE  CARS 
DOT/FRA  extends  comment  period  to  8-1-77  for  mini¬ 
mum  safety  requirements . .  25743 


FEDERAL  SEED  ACT  REGUUTIONS 
USOA/AMS  proposes  to  change  land  requirements, 
isolation,  and  r^riction  of  contaminating  plants  for 
growing  certified  classes  of  certain  seeds  to  maintain 


varietal  purity;  comments  by  6-10-77 .  25738 

FISHING  IN  MEXICAN  ZONE 

Commerce/NOAA  aniKHinces  licensing  procedures .  25750 


CONTINUCO  INSIDC 


reminders 


(The  Items  in  this  list  were  editorially  compiled  as  an  aid  to  Fedebal  RECUTEa  users.  Inclusion  or  exclusion  from  this  list  has  no  legal 
significance.  Since  this  list  is  Intended  as  a  reminder,  it  does  not  include  effective  dates  that  occur  within  14  days  of  publication.) 


_ Rules  Going  Into  Effect  Today _ j 

DOT/FAA — Standard  instrument  approach 
procedures  for  operation  at  Pueblo 
Memorial,  Pueblo,  Colo .  21609; 

4-28-77 

Standard  instrument  approach  proce¬ 
dures;  changes  and  additions. 

17106;  3-31-77 
Standard  instrument  approach  proce¬ 
dures;  operations  established, 


amended,  suspended  or  revoked  at 
certain  airports  in  Ala.,  Ra.,  Ga.,  Hi., 
'III.,  Ind.,  La.,  Mich.,  Minn.,  S.C., 

Wash.,  and  W.  Va .  18391;  4-7-77 

—  -  .  .  ^ 

List  of  Public  Laws 

Note:  No  public  bills  which  have  become 
law  were  received  by  the  Office  of  the  Federal 
Register  for  inclusion  in  today's  List  or 
Public  Laws. 


AGENCY  PUBLICATION  ON  ASSIGNED  DAYS  OF  THE  WEEK 

The  six-month  trial  period  ended  August  6.  The  program  is  bei/ig  continued  on  a  voluntary  basis  (see  OFR 
notice,  41  FR  32914,  August  6,  1976).  The  following  agencies  have  agreed  to  remain  in  the  program: 


Documents  normally  scheduled  on  a  day  that  will  be  a  Federal  holiday  will  be  published  the  next  work  day 
following  the  holiday. 

Comments  on  this  program  are  still  invited.  Comments  should  be  submitted  to  the  Day-of-the-Week  Program 
Coordinator,  Office  of  the  Federal  Register,  National  Archives  and  Records  Service,  General  Services  Adminis¬ 
tration,  Washington,  D.C.  20408. 


,  ATTENTION:  For  questions,  corrections,  or  requests  for  information  please  see  the  list  of  telephone  numbers 
appearing  on  opposite  page. 


1^ 

2  : 


Published  dally,  Monday  through  Friday  (no  publication  on  Saturdays.  Sundays,  or  on  official  Federal 
holidays),  by  the  Office  of  the  Federal  Register,  National  Archives  and  Records  Service,  General  Services 
JuQL  Administration,  Washington,  D.C.  20408,  under  the  Federal  Register  Act  (49  Stat.  500,  as  amended;  44  U.S.C., 
Ch.  15)  and  the  regulations  of  the  Administrative  Committee  of  the  Federal  Register  ( 1  CFR  Ch.  I) .  Distribution 

^  ^  is  made  only  by  the  Superintendent  of  Documents,  U.S.  Government  Printing  Office,  Wskshlngton,  D.C.  20402. 

The  Fedebal  Recisteb  provides  a  uniform  system  for  making  available  to  the  public  regulations  and  legal  notices  issued 
by  Federal  agencies.  These  Include  Presidential  proclamations  and  Executive  orders  and  Federal  agency  documents  having 
general  applicability  and  legal  effect,  documents  required  to  be  published  by  Act  of  Congress  and  other  Federal  agency 
documents  of  public  Interest.  Documents  are  on  file  for  public  inspection  in  the  Office  of  the  Federal  Register  the  day  before 
they  are  published,  unless  earlier  filing  is  requested  by  the  issuing  agency. 

The  Fedebal  Recisteb  will  be  furnished  by  mall  to  subscribers,  free  of  postage,  for  $5.00  per  month  or  $50  per  year,  payable 
in  advance.  The  charge  for  individual  copies  is  75  cents  for  each  issue,  or  76  cents  for  each  group  of  pages  as  actually  bound. 
Remit  check  or  money  order,  made  payable  to  the  Superintendent  of  Documents,  UJ3.  Government  Printing  Office,  Washington, 
D.C.  20402. 

There  are  no  restrictions  on  the  republlcatlon  of  material  appearing  in  the  Fedebal  Recisteb. 
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INFORMATION  AND  ASSISTANCE 


Questions  and  requests  for  specific  information  may  be  directed  to  the  following  numbers.  General  inquiries 
may  be  made  by  dialing  202-523-5240. 


FEDERAL  REGISTER,  Daily  Issue: 


Subscription  orders  (GPO) .  202-783-3238 

Subscription  problems  (GPO) .  202-275-3050 


“Dial  •  a  -  Regulation"  (recorded  202-523-5022 


summary  of  highlighted  docu¬ 
ments  appearing  in  next  day's 
issue). 

Scheduling  of  documents  for  523-5220 

publication. 

Copies  of  documents  appearing  in  523-5240 

the  Federal  Register. 

Corrections .  523-5286 

FHiblic  Inspection  Desk .  523-5215 

Finding  Aids .  523-5227 

Public  Briefings:  "How  To  Use  the  523-5282 

Federal  Register." 

Code  of  Federal  Regulations  (CFR)..  523-5266 

Finding  Aids .  523-5227 


PRESIDENTIAL  PAPERS: 

Executive  Orders  and  Proclama-  523-5233 

tions. 

Weekly  Compilation  of  Presidential  523-5235 

Documents. 

Public  Papers  of  the  Presidents....  523-5235 

Index  .  523-5235 

PUBUC  LAWS: 

Public  Law  dates  and  numbers .  523-5237 

Slip  Laws .  523-5237 

U.S.  Statutes  at  Large .  523-5237 

Index  .  523-5237 

U.S.  Government  Manual .  523-5230 

Automation  .  523-5240 

Special  Projects .  523-5240 


HIGHLIGHTS— Continued 


CHILD  WELFARE  RESEARCH  AND 
DEMONSTRATION  GRANTS 

HEW/HDO  announces  closing  date  of  7-20-77  for 


applications  .  25770 

EDUCATIONAL  BROADCAST  STATIONS 

FCC  extends  comment  period  to  6-30-77  on  the  non¬ 
commercial  nature  of  stations .  25742 


COST  ACCOUNTING  STANDARDS 

CASB  restates  its  objectives,  policies,  and  concepts .  25751 

ELECTRONIC  FUND  TRANSFERS 

National  Commission  on  Electronic  Fund  Transfers 
requests  comment  by  6-20-77  on  competition  in  the 
suppliers  market  to  aid  in  developing  recommendations 
on  public  or  private  systems .  25776 

U.S.  SAVINGS  BONDS 

Treasury/FS  eliminates  requirement  that  women  named 
as  co-owners  or  beneficiaries  be  identified  by  a  courtesy 
title  if  their  social  security  numbers  are  not  furnished; 
effective  5-19-77 .  25725 

GRANTEE  GOVERNMENT  PROPERTY 

CSA  ends  moratorium  on  acquisition  of  excess;  effective 
6-1-77  . ! .  25733 

CANADIAN  FM  BROADCASTING  STATIONS 

FCC'  releases  list  of  assignments  and  allocations  (2 
documents)  (Part  II  of  this  issue) . 25830,  25848 

NATIONAL  CEMETERIES 

DOD/Army  amends  eligibility  criteria  and  administra¬ 
tion  policies  for  certain  cemeteries;  effective  4-15-77; 
comments  by  6-20-77. . .  25725 


MEETINGS— 

Commerce/ NOAA;  Mid-Atlantic  Fishery  Management 

Council,  6-1  thru  6-3  and  6-6-77 . :  25750 

New  England  Fishery  Management  Council,  6-14 

thru  6-16-77 .  25750 

DOD/AF:  Scientific  Advisory  Board  Aerospace  Vehi¬ 
cles  Panel,  6-20  and  6-21-77 .  25755 

HEW/OE;  Accreditation  and  Institutional  Eligibility 

Advisory  Committee,  6-14  thru  6-17—77 .  25769 

Justice/LEAA:  Private  Security  Advisory  Council,  6-8 

thru  6-10-77 .  25774 

Private  Security  Advisory  Council.  Guards  artd 

.  Investigators  Committee,  6-2  and  6-3-77 .  25774 

National  Capital  Planning  Commission:  6-2  and  6-9, 

7-7  and  7-14,  8-4  and  8-11-77 .  25774 

DOT/CG:  New  York  Harbor  Vessel  Traffic  Service  Ad¬ 
visory  Committee,  6-16-77 .  25794 

HEARINGS— 

Delaware  River  Basin  Commission;  Project  Approvals, 

5- 25-77  .  25755 

ITC:  Live  Cattle  and  Certain  Edible  Meat  Products  of 

Cattle,  7-19-77 .  25774 

AMENDED  MEETING— 

NRC:  Reactor  Safeguards  Advisory  Committee,  Fluid/ 
Hydraulic  Dynamic  Effects  Subcommittee,  6-25 
and  5-26-77 .  25782 

CANCELLED  MEETING— 

DOD/AF:  Scientific  Advisory  Board  Tactical  Panel, 

6- 1-77  .  25755 

SEPARATE  PARTS  OF  THIS  ISSUE 

Part  II,  FCC .  25829 
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AGRICULTURAL  MARKETING  SERVICE 


Rules 

Oranges  (Valencia)  grown  in 

Ariz.  and  Calif _  25719 

Papayas  grown  in  Hawaii -  25719 

Potatoes  (Irish)  grown  in  South¬ 
eastern  States -  25720 

Proposed  Rules 

Seed  Act  regulations: 

Cowpea,  field  pea.  and  mung 
bean  land  requirements -  25738 


AGRICULTURE  DEPARTMENT 

See  Agricultural  Marketing  Serv¬ 
ice:  Commodity  Credit  Corpora¬ 
tion;  Forest  Service. 

AIR  FORCE  DEPARTMENT 
Notices 

Meetings: 

Scientific  Advisory  Beard  (2 
dociunents) _  25755 

ARMY  DEPARTMENT 
Rules 

National  Cemeteries,  Arlington 
and  Soldiers’  Home;  eUgibility 
criteria _  25725 

CIVIL  AERONAUTICS  BOARD 
Notices 

Hearings,  etc.: 

Alia-Royal  Jordanian  Airlines 
Corp.  et  al _  25749 

COAST  GUARD 
Rules 

Tank  vessels: 

Special  equipment,  machinery. 


hull  requirements,  and  opera¬ 
tions;  air  compressors _  25734 

Notices 

Equipment,  construction,  and  ma¬ 
terials;  approvals  and  termina¬ 
tions  . . . .  25792 

Meetings : 


New  York  Harbor  Vessel  Traflftc 
Service  Advisory  Committee.  25794 

COMMERCE  DEPARTMENT 

See  National  Oceanic  and  Atmos¬ 
pheric  Administration. 

COMMODITY  CREDIT  CORPORATION 
Rules 

Loan  and  purchase  programs; 

Corn;  correction _  25720 

COMMUNITY  SERVICES  ADMINISTRATION 
Rules  '' 

Grantee  property  administration; 
excess  acquisition,  moratorium; 
termination _  25733 

COST  ACCOUNTING  STANDARDS  BOARD 
Notices 

Cost  accounting  standards: 

Objectives,  policies  and  con¬ 
cepts;  restatement _  25751 


contents 

DEFENSE  DEPARTMENT 

See  Air  Force  Department;  Army 
Department. 

DELAWARE  RIVER  BASIN  COMMISSION 
Notices 

Comprehensive  plan,  sewage 
treatment  plant  projects;  hear- 


EDUCATION  OFFICE 
Notices 
Meetings ; 

Accreditation  and  Institutional 
Eligibility  Advisory  Commit¬ 
tee  _  25769 

ELECTRONIC  FUND  TRANSFERS, 
NATIONAL  COMMISSION 

Notices 

Competition  in  EFT  suppliers 
market:  inquiry -  25776 

ENERGY  RESEARCH  AND  DEVELOPMENT 
ADMINISTRATION 

Rules 

Procurement :  review  and  approval 
of  contract  actions -  25732 

ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION  AGENCY 


Rules 

Air  quality  implementation  plans; 
various  States,  etc. : 

Massachusetts  -  25730 

Fuels  and  fuel  additives: 

Lead  in  gasoline,  control  of _  25731 

Proposed  Rules 

Ocean  dumping:  municipal  sew¬ 
age  sludge  dumping,  relocation; 
hearing;  correction _  25741 

Notices 

Air  pollution  control,  new  motor 
vehicles  and  engines: 

California;  waivers _  25755 


FEDERAL  AVIATION  ADMINISTRATION 
Rules 

Air  traffic  operating  and  flight 
rules:  air  carriers  certifica¬ 
tion  and  operations: 

Rotorcraft  external-load  opera¬ 
tions;  compensation  or  hire. 


correction  _  25724 

Airworthiness  directives; 

Canadair  (3  documents).  25721,  25722 

Mooney _  25723 

Rockwell  International _  25723 

Proposed  Rules 

Control  zone  and  transition  area.  25739 
VOR  Federal  airways  (2  docu¬ 
ments)  _  25740 


FEDERAL  COMMUNICATIONS 
COMMISSION 

Rules 

Conduct  standards : 

Financial  disclosure  system _  25735 

Practice  and  procedure : 

Notice  and  rulemaking  proceed¬ 
ings;  computation  of  time, 
and  scope;  editorial  changes.  25735 


Radio  broadcast  services; 

Signal  propagation,  effects  of 
terrain  on;  stay  of  procedures 
for  evaluating _ _ _  25736 

Proposed  Rules 

Educational  FM  broadcast  sta¬ 
tions: 

Nonconunercial:  activities,  cred¬ 
its,  etc.;  inquiry;  extension  of 


time _ 25742 

Telephone  companies: 

Data  processing  services;  in¬ 
quiry;  list  of  participants;  ex¬ 
tension  of  time _  25741 

Television  broadcast  stations: 

VHF  stations,  adding  in  top  100 

markets;  extension  of  time _  25742 

Notices 

Canada -U.S.  FM  agreement 

(1947) :  Table  A  amendment _  25848 

Canadian  FM  broadcast  stations _  25830 


FEDERAL  ENERGY  ADMINISTRATION 


Notices 


Coal  use,  construction  orders: 

General  Motors  Corp.  et  ai.; 

hearing,  Dallas,  Tex _ 

Consent  orders: 

Apeo  Oil  Corp.. _ _ 

Powerplants  burning  natural  gas 
or  petroleum  products;  pro¬ 
hibition  orders: 

International  Paper  Co.  et  al; 
hearing,  Dallas.  Tex _ 

Oklahoma  Gas  &  Electric  Co.; 
hearing.  Oklahoma  City. 
Okla  _ _ _ 


25759 

25759 


25759 

25759 


FEDERAL  HIGHWAY  ADMINISTRATION 
Notices 

Bridge  tolls,  etc.: 

Bayonne  Bridge  et  al.. . .  25794 

FEDERAL  HOUSING  COMMISSIONER- 
OFFICE  OF  ASSISTANT  SECRETARY  FOR 
HOUSING 

Rules 

Authority  delegations: 

Loan  Assistance  Committee....  25724 

FEDERAL  MARITIME  COMMISSION 
Notices 

Agreements  filed,  etc.: 

Galveston  Wharves  Board  of 
Trustees  et  al _  25759 

FEDERAL  POWER  COMMISSION 


Notices 

Hearings,  etc.: 

Arkansas  Louisiana  Gas  Co.  (2 

documents)  _  25760 

Atlantic  Richfield  Co. .  25760 

Central  Power  b  Light  Co.  et 

al .  25760 

Cities  Service  Gas  Co _  25761 

Delmarva  Power  b  Light  Co.  et 

al . 25761 

Equitable  Gas  Co _  25761 

Goldklng  Properties.  Inc.,  et  al..  25761 
.  Kansas-Nebraska  Natural  Gas 

Co.,  Inc.  (2  documents) _  25762 

McGalliard  b  Sparks _  25762 

Missouri  Utilities  Co .  25762 


iv 
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Northern  Natural  Gas  Co -  25762 

Public  Service  Co.  of  Oklahoma.  25763 
Sea  Robin  Pipeline  Co.  et  al...  25763 
South  Carolina  Public  Service 

Authority  <4  documents)—  25763- 

25765 

South  Georgia  Natural  Gas  Co.-  25765 
South  Texas  Natural  Gas 

Gathering  Co _  25765 

Tennessee  Gas  Pipeline  Co _  25766 

Virginia  Electric  &  Power  Co..  25766 
West  Texas  Utilities  Co .  25766 


FEDERAL  RAILROAD  ADMINISTRATION 
Proposed  Rules 

Caboose  cars;  minimum  safety  re¬ 
quirements;  inquiry;  extension 
of  time _  25743 

FEDERAL  REGISTER  OFFICE 
Notices 

National  Fire  Codes ; 

Standards,  proposed  revision ; 


inquiry _  25767 

FEDERAL  RESERVE  SYSTEM 

Notices 

Meetings: 

Consumer  Advisory  Council -  25767 


FISCAL  SERVICE 
Rules 

Bonds,  U.S  savings;  Series  E  and 
H  offering;  women,  courtesy 
title  requirement  eliminated —  25725 

FISH  AND  WILDLIFE  SERVICE 


Rules 

Pishing; 

Lake  Do  National  WUdllfe 

Refuge,  N.  Dak _  25737 

Sherburne  National  Wildlife 

Refuge,  Minn _  25736 


FOREST  SERVICE 
Notices 

Environmental  statements;  avail¬ 
ability,  etc.: 

Gallatin  National  Forest,  Mount 


Hebgen  management  alterna¬ 
tives.  Mont _  25748 

Helena  National  Forest.  Ophir- 
Dog-MacDonald  Pass  Plan¬ 
ning  Unit,  Mont _  25748 

Lolo  National  Forest.  Ninemile- 

Mill  Planning  Unit,  Mont _  25749 

Malhheur  National  Forest,  John 

Day  Planning  Unit.  Oreg _  25748 

Oreg.-Wash.,  vegetation  man¬ 
agement  with  herbicides 25749 

GENERAL  ACCOUNTING  OFFICE 

Notices 

Regulatory  reports  review;  pro¬ 
posals,  approvals,  etc _  25767 


GENERAL  SERVICES  ADMINISTRATION 

See  Federal  Register  Office. 

GEOLOGICAL  SURVEY 
Notices 

Outer  Continental  Shelf;  oil  and 
gas  and  sulphur  operations; 

Systems  design  analysis,  in¬ 
quiry  - - : .  25773 


HEAITH.  EfVirATION.  AND  WELFARE 
DEPARTMENT 

See  Education  Office:  Heahh  Re¬ 
sources  Administration:  Human 

Development  Office. 

1 

HEALTH  RESOURCES  ADMINISTRATION 
Notices 

Health  service  areas: 

Connecticut;  designation;  cor¬ 
rection  _  25768 

HOUSING  AND  URBAN  DEVELOPMENT 
DEPARTMENT 

See  Federal  Housing  Commis¬ 
sioner — Office  of  Assistant  Sec¬ 
retary  for  Housing. 

HUMAN  DEVELOPMENT  OFFICE 
Notices 

Child  welfare  research  and  dem¬ 
onstration  grants  program,  clos¬ 
ing  dates _ _  25770 

IMMIGRATION  AND  NATURALIZATION 
SERVICE 

Proposed  Rules 

Immigration  regulations: 

Alien  crewmen,  nonimmigrant, 
landing  permits  and  identifi¬ 
cation  cards _  25738 

INTERIOR  DEPARTMENT 

See  Fish  and  Wildlife  Service:  Ge¬ 
ological  Survey;  Land  Manage¬ 
ment  Bureau. 

INTERNATIONAL  TRADE  COMMISSION 
Notices 

Import  investigations; 

Cattle,  live,  and  edible  meat 


products _  25774 

INTERSTATE  COMMERCE  COMMISSION 
Notices 

Hearing  assignments _  25796 

Petitions,  applications,  finance 


matters  (including  temporary 
authorities),  railroad  abandon¬ 
ments,  alternate  route  devia¬ 
tions,  and  intrastate  applica¬ 


tions  _  25796 

Petitions  filing: 

Schneider  Transport.  Inc _  25825 


JUSTICE  DEPARTMENT 

See  also  Immigration  and  Nat¬ 
uralization  Service;  Law  En¬ 
forcement  Assistance  Admin¬ 
istration. 

Rules 

Nondiscrimination : 

EEO  complaints;  direct  remedi¬ 
al  action  authority _  25724 

LAND  MANAGEMENT  BUREAU 


Notices 

Applications,  etc.: 

New  Mexico  (4  documents) _  25772, 

25773 

Wyoming _  25773 


Withdrawal  and  reservation  of 
lands,  proposed,  etc; 

Idaho _  25772 

LAW  ENrORTFMENT  ASSISTANCE 
ADMINISTRATION 

Notices 

Meetings; 

Guards  and  Investigators  Com¬ 
mittee  _  25774 

Private  Security  Advisorj’  Coun- 
■  cil  . . - . . .  25774 

LEGAL  SERVICES  CORPORATION 

Rules 

Eligibility;  maximum  annual  in¬ 
come  levels  for  individuals  eli¬ 
gible  for  legal  assistance;  cor¬ 
rection  _  25734 

NATIONAL  ARCHIVES  AND 
RECORDS  SERVICE 

See  Federal  Register  Office. 

NATIONAL  CAPITAL  PLANNING 
COMMISSION 

Notices 

Foreign  Missions  and  Interna¬ 
tional  Agencies,  planning  re¬ 
port:  availability  and  meeting.  25774 

Meetings  _  25774 

NATIONAL  OCEANIC  AND  ATMOSPHERIC 
ADMINISTRATION 

Notices 

Endangered  species  parts  or  prod¬ 
ucts;  certificates  of  exemption 
<2  documents) _ ^25749,  25750 

Environmental  statements  and 
fishery  management  plans; 
availability,  etc.; 

Mid-Atlantic  Fishery  Manage¬ 
ment  Council  et  al -  25750 

Pishing  in  Mexican  Gulf  of  Mex¬ 
ico  waters;  licensing  procedures.  25750 

NATIONAL  TRANSPORTATION  SAFETY 


BOARD 

Notices 

Statistical  chart;  safety  recom¬ 
mendations  and  responses _  25788 

NUCLEAR  REGULATORY  COMMISSION 

Rules 

Reporting  and  record  keeping  re¬ 
quirements  _  25721 

Proposed  Rules 

Human  uses  of  byproduct  material 
and  teletherapy  units -  25743 


Nuclear  plants  and  materials 
physical  protection;  licensee 
safeguards  contingency  plans..  25744 
Notices 

Applications,  etc.: 

Atlantic  County  Citizens  Council 

on  Environment _  25782 

Commonwealth  Edison  Co.  et  al.  25784 
Free  Environment.  Inc.,  et  al..  25785 


FEDEtAL  REGISTER,  VOL.  47.  NO.  97 — THURSDAY,  MAY  19,  1977 


V 


CONTENTS 


Iowa  Electric  Light  &  Power  Co. 

et  al _  25785 

Ohio  Edison  Co.  et  al -  25786 

Southern  California  Edison  Co. 

et  al _  25787 

Tech-Ops  (2  documents) _  25787 

Tennessee  Valley  Authority -  25788 

Jfankee  Atomic  Electric  Co -  25788 

Meetings: 

Reactor  Safeguards  Advisory 

Committee  (2  documents) _  25780, 

25782 

Regulatory  guides;  issuance  and 
availability  (2  documents) -  25786 

POSTAL  RATE  COMMISSION 
Rules 

Sunshine  Act;  implementation _  25728 
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Title  7 — Agriculture 

CHAPTER  IX— AGRICULTURAL  MARKET¬ 
ING  SERVICE  (MARKETING  AGREE¬ 
MENTS  AND  ORDERS;  FRUITS,  VEGE¬ 
TABLES.  NUTS),  DEPARTMENT  OF 
AGRICULTURE 

(Valencia  Orange  Reg.  656 1 

PART  908— VALENCIA  ORANGES  GROWN 
IN  ARIZONA  AND  DESIGNATED  PART 
OF  CAUFORNIA 

Limitation  of  Handling 

AGENCY:  Agricultural  Marketing  Serv¬ 
ice.  USDA. 

ACTION:  Final  rule. 

SUMMARY:  This  regulation  establishes 
the  quantity  of  Califomia-Arizona 
Valencia  oranges  that  may  be  shipped 
to  fresh  market  during  the  weekly  regu- 
latkin  period  May  20-26. 1077.  This  regu- 
latkm  is  needed  to  provide  for  orderly 
marketing  of  fresh  Valencia  oranges  for 
the  regulaticm  period  because  of  the  pro¬ 
duction  and  marketing  situation  con¬ 
fronting  the  orange  industry. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  May  20,  1977. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CON¬ 
TACT: 

Charles  R.  Brader,  Deputy  Director, 
Fruit  and  Vegetable  Division.  Agricul¬ 
tural  Marketing  Service,  U.S.  Depart¬ 
ment  at  Agriculture,  Washington,  D.C. 
20250  (202-447-3545). 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 
(a)  Findings.  (1)  Pursuant  to  the 
amended  marketing  agreement  and 
Order  No.  908,  as  amended  (7  CFR  Part 
908 ) ,  regulating  the  handling  of  Valencia 
oranges  grown  in  Arizona  and  designated 
part  of  California,  effective  under  the 
api^icable  provlslcms  of  the  Agricultural 
Marketing  Agreement  Act  of  1937,  as 
amended  (7  U.S.C.  601-674),  and  upon 
the  bcusis  of  the  reemnmendations  and 
information  submitted  by  the  Valencia 
Orange  Administrative  CMnmittee,  es¬ 
tablished  under  the  amended  marketing 
agreement  and  order,  and  iqson  other 
available  information,  it  is  found  that 
the  limitation  of  handling  of  Valencia 
oranges,  as  provided  in  this  regulation 
will  tend  to  effectuate  the  declared  policy 
of  the  act. 

(2)  The  need  for  this  regulation  to 
limit  the  quantities  of  Valencia  oranges 
that  may  be  marketed  from  District  1, 
District  2.  or  District  3  during  the  speci¬ 
fied  week  stems  from  the  production  and 
marketing  situation  confremting  the 
Valencia  orange  industry. 

(i)  The  committee  has  submitted  its 
recommendation  for  the  quantities  of 
Valencia  oranges  that  should  be  mar¬ 


keted  during  the  specified  week.  The 
recommendation,  designed  to  provide 
equity  of  marketing  opportunity  to  han¬ 
dlers  in  all  districts,  resulted  from  con¬ 
sideration  of  the  factors  covered  in  the 
order.  The  committee  further  reports  the 
fresh  market  demand  for  Valmcia 
oranges  continues  to  improve. 

Average  f  .o.b.  price  was  $3.49  per  car¬ 
ton  (m  363  cars  for  the  week  ended  May 
12.  as  compared  with  $3.33  per  carton  on 
254  cars  the  previous  week. 

Track  and  rolling  supplies  at  137  cars 
were  down  56  cars  from  last  week. 

(ii)  Having  considered  the  recom¬ 
mendation  and  informati<m  submitted  by 
the  committee,  and  other  available  in¬ 
formation,  the  Secretary  finds  that  the 
quantities  of  Valencia  oranges  which 
may  be  handled  should  be  established  as 
provided  in  this  regulaticm. 

(3)  It  is  hereby  further  foimd  that  it 
is  impracticable  and  contrary  to  the 
public  interest  to  give  preliminary  notice, 
engage  in  public  rule-making  procedure, 
and  postpone  the  effective  date  of  this 
regulation  until  30  days  after  publica¬ 
tion  in  the  Federal  Register  (5  U.S.C. 
553),  because  the  time  Intervening  be¬ 
tween  the  date  when  information  be¬ 
comes  available  upon  which  this  regula¬ 
tion  is  based  and  the  time  when  this 
regulation  must  become  effective  in 
order  to  effectuate  the  declared  poliev  of 
the  act  is  insufficient.  A  reasonable  time 
is  permitted  for  preparation  for  su?)' 
effective  time;  and  good  cause  exists  for 
making  the  regulation  effective  as  speci¬ 
fied.  The  committee  held  an  open  meet¬ 
ing  during  the  current  week,  after  giving 
due  notice,  to  consider  supply  and  mar¬ 
ket  cmiditions  for  Valencia  oranges  and 
the  need  for  regulation.  Interested  per¬ 
sons  were  afforded  an  opportunity  to 
submit  information  and  views  at  this 
meeting.  The  reccunmendation  and  sup¬ 
porting  information  for  regulation  dur¬ 
ing  the  period  specified  were  promptly 
submitted  to  the  Secretary  after  the 
meeting  was  held,  and  information  con¬ 
cerning  such  provisions  and  effective 
time  has  been  provided  to  handlers  of 
Valencia  oranges.  It  is  necessary,  to  ef¬ 
fectuate  the  declared  policy  of  the  act. 
to  make  this  regulation  effective  during 
the  period  specified.  The  committee 
meeting  was  held  on  May  17,  1977. 

§  908.856  Valrncui  Orange  Regulation 
556. 

(b)  Order.  (1)  The  quantities  of  Va¬ 
lencia  oranges  grown  in  Arizona  and  des¬ 
ignated  part  of  CTalifomia  \^ich  may  be 
handled  during  the  period  Mav  20,  1977, 
through  May  26,  1977,  are  hereby  fixed 
as  follows: 


■  (i)  District  1 :  287,000  cartons; 

(ii)  District  2:  413,000  cartons; 

(iU)  District  3:  Unlimited. 

(2)  As  used  in  this  section,  “handled**, 
"District  1**,  **Dlstrict  2**,  '‘District  3**, 
and  “carton**  have  the  same  meaning  as 
when  used  in  the  amended  marketing 
agreement  and  order. 

(Secs.  1-19,  48  Stat.  31,  as  amended;  7  U.S.C. 
601-674.) 

Dated:  May  18. 1977. 

(Carles  R.  Brader, 
Deputy  Director,  Fruit  and  Veg¬ 
etable  Division,  Agricultural 
Marketing  Service. 

I FR  DOC.77-14S02  Piled  6-18-77;  1 1 :25  am ( 


I  Papaya  Reg.  7,  Arndt.  7 1 

PART  928— PAPAYAS  GROWN  IN  HAWAII 
Limitation  of  Shipments 

AOENCTY :  Agricultural  Marketing  Serv¬ 
ice.  USDA. 

ACTION:  Final  rule. 

SUMMARY:  This  amendment  rtiaxes 
the  quality  and  size  requirements  for 
Hawaiian  papayas  shipp^  out-of-state 
during  the  p^od  May  16  through  May 
25,  1977.  It  also  deletes  or  revises  certain 
terms  used  in  previous  regulations.  Due 
to  a  delay  in  the  seasonal  peak  produc¬ 
tion  of  Hawaiian  papayas,  this  amend¬ 
ment  is  needed  to  increase  the  supply  of 
papayas  available  for  export  to  the  bene¬ 
fit  of  produce's  and  ccHisumers. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  May  16,  1977. 

FOR  further  INFORMATTON  CON¬ 
TACT: 

Charles  R.  Brader,  Deputy  Director, 
Fruit  and  Vegetable  Division,  Agricul¬ 
tural  Marketing  Service,  UB.  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Agriculture,  Washington,  D.C. 
20250  (202-447-3545). 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INPORMATTON: 
Pursuant  to  the  marketing  agreement 
and  Ord«*  No.  928  (  7  CFR  Part  928) ,  reg¬ 
ulating  the  handling  of  papayas  grown  in 
Hawaii,  effective  under  the  applicable 
proviskxis  the  Agricultural  Marketing 
Agreem«it  Act  ot  1937,  as  amended  (7 
U.S.C.  601-674)',  and  upon  the  recom¬ 
mendations  of  the  Papaya  Administra¬ 
tive  Committee,  established  under  the 
marketing  sigreement  and  M'der.  and 
upon  otho*  available  information,  it  is 
found  that  this  amendment  will  tend  to 
effectuate  the  declared  policy  the  act. 

The  cmnmittee  repiMis  that  due  to  a 
delay  in  seasons^  peak  produetkm  of 
Hawaiian  papajras,  ample  supplies  of 
larger  sized  fruit  will  be  later  than  nor- 


FtOfRAL  REGISTIR,  VOL  42,  NO.  *7— THURSDAY,  MAY  If,  1977 


25720 


RULES  AND  REGULATIONS 


mal.  Therefore,  the  committee  has  rec¬ 
ommended  that  the  current  require¬ 
ments  for  papayas  for  export  of  at  least 
Hawaii  No.  1  grade  and  a  weight  of  not 
less  than  10  ounces  each  set  to  expire  on 
May  15.  1977,  be  extended  through 
May  25,  1977.  During  the  remainder  of 
1977,  papayas  for  export  are  required  to 
weight  at  least  11  ounces  each  and  grade 
at  least  Hawaii  No.  1  except  that  the 
tolerance  for  defects  is  5  percent  instead 
of  10  percent.  This  amendment  also 
deletes  the  requirement  that  papayas  for 
export  be  of  pyriform  shape  and  revises 
certain  regulation  terms  to  conform  with 
current  standards. 

It  is  further  found  that  it  is  impracti¬ 
cable,  unnecessary,  and  contrary  to  the 
public  interest  to  give  preliminary  notice, 
engage  in  public  rulemaking  procedure, 
and  postpone  the  effective  date  of  this 
amendment  until  30  days  after  publica¬ 
tion  in  the  Federal  Register  (5  U.S.C. 
553)  in  that  the  time  -intervening  be¬ 
tween  the  date  when  information  upon 
which  this  amendment  is  based  became 
available  and  the  time  when  this  amend¬ 
ment  must  become  effective  in  order  to 
effectuate  the  declared  policy  of  the  act 
is  insufficient:  and  this  amendment  re¬ 
lieves  restrictions  on  the  handling  of 
papayas  grown  in  Hawaii. 

Order.  The  provisions  of  §  928.307 
(Papaya  Regulation  7;  42  PR  1;  17099) 
are  hereby  amended  to  read  as  follows: 

§  928.307  Papaya  Regulation  7. 

(a)  During  the  period  January  1 
through  December  31,  1977,  no  handin’ 
shall  ship  any  container  of  papayas  to 
any  destination  within  the  production 
area  unless  said  papayas  grade  at  least 
Hawaii  No.  1  and  are  of  a  size  which  in¬ 
dividually  weigh  not  less  than  14  ounces: 
Provided,  That  papayas  handled  as 
Hawaii  Fancv  grade  shall  be  of  a  size 
which  individually  weigh  not  less  than 
16  ounces. 

(b)  During  the  period  January  1 
through  May  25.  1977,  no  handler  .shall 
ship  anv  container  of  papayas  to  any  ex¬ 
port  destination  unless  said  papavas 
grade  at  least  Hawaii  No.  1:  Provided, 
That  such  papayas  shall  weigh  not  less 
than  10  ounces  each. 

(c)  During  the  period  May  26  through 
December  31,  1977,  no  handler  shall  ship 
any  container  of  papavas  to  any  export 
destination  imless  said  papavas  grade  at 
least  Hawaii  No.  1,  except  that  the  al¬ 
lowable  tolerances  for  defects  shall  be  5 
percent:  Provided,  That  not  more  than  3 
percent  shall  be  permitted  for  serious 
damage,  not  more  than  1  percent  for  im¬ 
mature  fruit,  and  not  more  than  1  per¬ 
cent  for  decay:  Provided  further.  That 
such  papayas  shall  weigh  not  less  than 
11  oimces  each. 

(d)  When  used  herein  “Hawaii 
Fancy”  and  “Hawaii  No.  1”  shall  have 
the  same  meaning  as  set  forth  in  the 
Eltate  of  Hawaii  Standards  for  Hawaii - 
Grown  Papayas.  Subsection  5.32,  as 
amended.  All  other  terms  shall  have  the 
same  meaning  as  when  used  in  the  mar¬ 
keting  agreement  and  (Hder. 


(Secs.  1-19.  48  Stat.  31.  as  amended  (7  U.S.C. 
601-6741.) 

Dated:  May  13,  1977,  to  become  effec¬ 
tive  May  16,  1977. 

Charles  R.  Brader, 
Acting  Director.  Fruit  and 
Vegetable  Division,  Agricul¬ 
tural  Marketing  Service. 

|FR  Doc  77-14279  Filed  5-18-77:8:45  am| 


PART  953— POTATOES  GROWN  IN 
SOUTHEASTERN  STATES 

Expenses  and  Rate  of  Assessment 

AGENCY :  Agricultural  Marketing  Serv¬ 
ice.  USDA. 

ACTION;  Final  rule. 

SUMMARY:  This  regulation  authorizes 
expenses  of  $11,125  and  establishes  a  rate 
of  assessment  of  one-fourth  cent  per 
hundredweight  of  potatoes  for  the  func¬ 
tioning  of  the  Southeastern  Potato  Com¬ 
mittee  for  the  1977-78  fiscal  period.  The 
regulation  will  enable  the  committee  to 
collect  assessments  from  first  handlers 
on  all  assessable  potatoes  handled  and 
to  use  the  resulting  funds  for  its 
expenses. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  June  1.  1977. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CON¬ 
TACT: 

Charles  R.  Brader,  Deputy  Director. 
Fruit  and  Vegetable  Division,  AMS, 
U.S.  Department  of  Agriculture,  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C.  20250,  Telephone  202-447- 
3545. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 
Marketing  Agreement  No.  104  and  Order 
No.  953,  both  as  amended,  regulate  the 
handling  of  potatoes  grown  in  designated 
counties  of  Virginia  and  North  Carolina. 
It  is  effective  under  the  Agricultural 
Marketing  Agreement  Act  of  1937,  as 
amended  (7  U.S.C.  601-674) .  The  South¬ 
eastern  Potato  Committee,  established 
under  the  order,  is  responsible  for  its 
l(x;al  administration. 

Notice  was  published  in  the  April  22, 
1977,  Federal  Register  (42  FH  20825) 
regarding  the  proposal.  It  afforded  inter¬ 
ested  Ftersons  an  opportunity  to  submit 
written  comments  not  later  than  May  13, 
1977.  None  was  received. 

After  consideration  of  all  relevant  mat¬ 
ters,  including  the  proposals  in  the 
notice,  it  is  found  that  the  following  ex¬ 
penses  and  rate  of  assessment  should  be 
approved. 

It  is  further  foimd  that  good  cause 
exists  for  not  postponing  the  effective 
date  of  this  section  until  30  days  after 
puUication  in  the  Federal  Register  (5 
U.S.C.  553)  because  this  part  requires 
that  the  rate  of  assessment  for  a  par¬ 
ticular  period  shall  apply  to  all  assess¬ 
able  potatoes  from  the  beginning  of  such 
peri(xl. 

The  regulation  is  as  follows: 

§  953.214  Expenses  and  rale  of  aMiOAA- 
menl. 

(a)  The  expenses  the  Secretary  finds 
may  be  necessary  to  be  incurred  during 


the  fiscal  period  Jime  1.  1977,  through 
May  31, 1978,  by  the  Southeastern  Potato 
Committee  for  its  maintenance  and 
functioning  will  amount  to  $11,125. 

(b)  The  rate  of  assessment  to  be  paid 
by  each  handler  in  accordance  with  the 
amended  Marketing  Agreement  and  this 
part  shall  be  one-fourth  cent  ($0.0025) 
per  hundredweight  of  potatoes  handled 
by  him  as  the  first  handler  thereof  dur¬ 
ing  the  said  fiscal  period  except  potatoes 
for  canning,  freezing,  and  other  proc¬ 
essing  shall  be  exempt. 

(c)  Unexpended  Income  in  excess  of 
expenses  for  the  fiscal  period  may  be 
carried  over  as  a  reserve. 

(d)  Terms  used  in  this  section  shall 
have  the  same  meaning  as  when  used  in 
the  said  amended  marketing  agreement 
and  this  part. 

(Secs.  1-19,  48  stat.  31.  as  amended;  7  U.S.C. 
601-674.) 

Dated:  May  16.  1977. 

Charles  R.  Brader, 
Deputy  Director.  Fruit  and  Veg¬ 
etable  Division,  Agricultural 
Marketing  Service. 

|FR  Doc.77-14328  Filed  5-18-77:8:45  ami 


CHAPTER  XIV— COMMODITY  CREDIT  COR¬ 
PORATION.  DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRICUL¬ 
TURE 

SUBCHAPTER  B — LOANS,  PURCHASES,  AND 
OTHER  OPERATIONS 

|CCC  Grain  Price  Support  Regs.,  1976  Crop 
Com  Supplement.  Arndt.  1| 

PART  1421— GRAINS  AND  SIMILARLY 
HANDLED  COMMODITIES 

1976  Crop  Corn  Loan  and  Purchase 
Program;  Correction 

AGENC7Y:  Agricultural  Stabilization 
and  Conservation  Service.  Department 
of  Agriculture. 

ACTION:  Correction. 

SUMMARY:  This  document  corrects  a 
final  rule  that  appeared  at  pages  10302 
and  10303  in  the  Federal  Register  of 
February  22,  1977  (FR  Doc.  77-5264). 

V  effective  DATE:  May  19,  1977. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CON¬ 
TACT: 

Merle  Strawderman,  (ASCS)  (202- 
447-9223) . 

The  following  corrections  are  made  to 
S  1421.113(a): 

1.  On  page  10302,  left  column,  under 
heading  “Iowa”  the  entry  that  reads 
“Kossuth  $1.52”  is  changed  to  read 
“Kossuth  $1.42”. 

2.  On  page  10303,  right  column,  luider 
heading  “Texas”  the  entry  that  reads 
“Lamb  $1.52”  is  changed  to  read  “Lamb 
$1.57”. 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.,  on 
May  12.  1977. 

Victor  A.  Senechal. 

Acting  Executive  Vice  President, 
Commodity  Credit  Corporation. 

(FR  Doc.77-14330  FUed  6-18-77:8:45  am| 
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Titl«  10 — Energy 

CHAPTER  I — NUCLEAR  REGULATORY 
COMMISSION 
GAO  CLEARANCES 
Reporting  and  Record  Keeping 
Requirements 

AGENCY:  Nuclear  Regulatory  Commis¬ 
sion. 

ACTION :  Pinal  rule. 

SUMMARY:  The  Nuclear  Regulatory 
Commission  is  amending  its  regiilalions 
which  include  reporting  or  record  keep¬ 
ing  requirements  subj^t  to  clearance  by 
the  General  Accounting  Office.  TTie 
amendments  add  notations,  or  up-date 
existing  notations,  which  state  that  the 
reporting  or  record  keeping  requirements 
have  been  approved  by  the  General  Ac¬ 
counting  Office,  and  include  the  appro¬ 
priate  GAO  approval  number.  These 
amendments  are  required  in  order  to 
conform  with  the  regulations  of  the 
General  Accounting  Office  “Clearance  of 
proposals  by  independent  Federal  regu¬ 
latory  agencies  to  conduct  or  sponsor  the 
collection  of  informatiwi.”  The  amend¬ 
ments  will  furnish  currently  effective  in¬ 
formation  regarding  GAO  clearances  of 
NRC  reporting  and  record  keeping  re¬ 
quirements. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  May  19,  1977. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CON¬ 
TACT: 

Gerald  L.  Hutton,  Division  of  Rules 

and  Records,  Office  of  Administration, 

U.S.  Nuclear  Regulatory  Commission, 

Washington,  D.C.  20555.  301-492-7211. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 
Because  these  amendments  relate  solely 
to  minor  matters,  good  cause  exists  for 
omitting  notice  of  proposed  rule  making, 
and  public  procedure  thereon,  as  unnec¬ 
essary.  Since  the  amendments  do  not 
impose  obligations  on  persons  other  than 
the  Nuclear  Regulatory  Commission,  the 
Commission  has  found  that  good  cause 
exists  for  making  the  amendments  ef¬ 
fective  immediately  without  the  custom¬ 
ary  30-day  notice. 

Piu^uant  to  the  Atomic  Energy  Act  of 
1954,  as  amended,  the  Energy  Rrorganl- 
zation  Act  of  1974,  as  amended,  and  sec¬ 
tions  552  and  553  of  Title  5  of  the  United 
States  Code,  the  following  amendments 
to  Title  10,  Chapter  I,  Code  of  Federal 
Regulations.  Parts  20.  30,  31,  32,  33,  34, 
35,  36.  40,  50.  55.  70.  71.  73.  140,  and  150 
are  published  as  a  document  subject  to 
codification. 

§  20.601  [  Amended] 

1.  The  note  at  the  end  of  Appendix  D 
of  Part  20  is  deleted  and  a  note  is  added 
following  8  20.601  to  read  as  follows; 

Not*. — The  reporting  and  record  keeping 
requirements  contained  In  this  part  have 
been  approved  by  the  General  Accounting 
Office  under  8-180226  (R0043),  (R0044),  and 
(R0084). 

»  §  30.71  [.Amended] 

2.  A  note  is  added  following  8  30.71  of 
Part  30  to  read  as  follows ; 

Not*. — The  reporting  and  record  keeping 
requirements  contained  In  this  part  have 
been  approved  by  the  General  Accounting 
Office  under  B-180225  (R0079).  (R0080).  and 
(R0173) 


§  31.5  [.Amended] 

§31.11  [.Amended] 

3.  F\)otnote  3  to  8  31.5  of  Part  31  is 
deleted  and  a  note  is  added  following 
8  31.11  to  read  as  follows: 

Not*. — The  reporting  and  record  keeping 
requirements  contained  In  this  part  have 
been  approved  by  the  General  Accounting 
Office  under  B-180225  (R0088),  (R0160). 

§  32.51  [.Amended] 

§32.110  [Amended] 

4.  Footnote  4  to  8  32.51  of  Part  32  is 
deleted  and  a  note  is  added  following 
8  32.110  to  read  as  follows: 

Not*. — The  reporting  and  record  keeping 
requirements  contained  in. this  part  have 
been  approved  by  the  General  Accounting 
Office  under  B-180225  (R0038). 

§  33.100  [Amended] 

5.  A  note  is  added  following  §  33.100  of 
Part  33  to  read  as  follows : 

Not*. — The  reporting  and  record  keeping 
requirements  contained  In  this  part  have 
been  approved  by  the  General  Accounting 
Office  under  B-180225  (R0086). 

§  34.51  [.Amended] 

6.  A  note  is  added  foUowing  8  34.51 
of  Part  34  to  read  as  follows: 

Not*. — ^The  reporting  and  record  keeping 
requirements  contained  In  this  part  have 
been  approved  by  the  General  Accounting 
Office  under  B-18022S  (R0052),  (R0335). 

§  35.100  [Amended] 

7.  A  note  is  added  following  8  35.100 
of  Part  35  to  read  as  follows: 

Not*. — The  reporting  and  record  keeping 
requirements  contained  In  this  part  have 
been  approved  by  the  General  Accounting 
Office  under  B-180225  (R0068),  <R0334).  ' 

§  36.50  [Amended] 

8.  A  note  is  added  following  8  36.50  of 
Part  36  to  read  as  follows: 

Not*. — ^The  reporting  and  record  keeping 
requirements  contained  in  this  part  have 
been  approved  by  the  General  Accounting 
Office  under  B-180225  (R0090). 

§  40.65  [Amended] 

§  40.90  [  .Amended  ] 

9.  Footnote  1  to  8  40.65  of  Part  40  is 
deleted  and  a  note  is  added  following 
8  40.90  to  read  as  follows: 

Not*. — The  reporting  and  record  keeping 
requirements  contained  In  this  part  have 
been  approved  by  the  General  Accounting 
Office  under  B-180225  (R0128),  (R0147). 
(RO203).  (R0413).  (R0040). 

§  50.33a  [.Amended] 

§  50.65  [.Amended] 

§50.110  [.Amended] 

10.  Footnote  1  to  8  50.33a,  footnote  2  to 
8  50.65,  and  the  note  following  8  50.110 
of  Part  50  are  deleted  and  a  note  is  added 
following  8  50.110  to  read  as  follows: 

Not*. — The  reporting  and  record  keeping 
requirements  contained  In  this  part  have 
been  approved  by  the  General  Accounting 
Office  under  B-180225  (R0071). 

§  55.60  [Amended] 

11.  A  second  note  is  added  following 
i  55.60  of  Part  55  to  read  as  follows: 
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Not*. — The  reporting  and  record  keeping 
requirements  contained  In  this  part  have 
been  approved  by  the  General  Accounting 
Office  under  B-180225  (R0113),  <R0358). 

§  70.22  [.Amended] 

§  70.57  [Amended] 

§  70.59  [.Amended] 

§  70.71  [Amended] 

12.  Footnote  1  to  8  70.22.  footnote  1  to 
8  70.57,  footnote  2  to  8  70.59,  and  the  note 
at  the  end  of  8  70.71  are  deleted  and  a 
note  is  added  following  8  70.71  to  read  as 
follows: 

Not*. — The  reporting  and  record  keeping 
requirements  contained  In  this  peurt  have 
been  approved  by  the  General  Accounting 
Office  under  B-180325  (ROO01).  (R0172), 
(R0041).  (R0040). 

§  71.64  [.Amended] 

13.  Tlie  note  at  the  end  of  Appendix 
D  of  Part  71  is  deleted  and  a  note  is  added 
following  8  71.64  to  read  as  foUows: 

Not*. — The  reporting  and  record  keeping 
requirements  contained  In  this  part  have 
been  approved  by  the  General  Accounting 
Office  under  B-180225  (R0056). 

§  73.80  [Amended] 

14.  A  note  Is  added  following  8  73.80 
of  Part  73  to  read  as  follows ; 

Not*. — ^The  reporting  and  record  keeping 
requirements  contained  In  this  part  have 
been  approved  by  the  General  Accounting 
Office  under  B-18023S  (R0039). 

§  140.90  [.Amended] 

15.  A  note  Is  added  following  8  140.90 
of  Part  140  to  read  as  follows: 

Note. — The  reporting  and  record  keeping 
requirements  contained  in  this  part  have 
been  approved  by  the  General  Accounting 
Office  under  B-180225  (R0115). 

§  150.30  [Amended] 

16.  A  note  is  added  following  8  150.30 
of  Part  150  to  read  as  follows: 

Note. — The  reporting  and  record  keeping 
requirements  contained  In  this  part  have 
been  approved  by  the  General  Accounting 
Office  under  B-180225  (R0040),  (R0078).  (R) 
414). 

Effective  date:  These  amendments 
become  effective  on  May  19,  1977. 

(Sec.  161,  68  Stat.  948  (42  U.S.C.  2201;  Sec. 
201,  88  SUt.  1242  (42  U  S.C.  5841))  .) 

Dated  at  Bethesda,  Md.,  this  11th  day 
of  May  1977. 

For  the  Nuclear  Regulatory  Commis¬ 
sion. 

Lx*  V.  Gossicx. 

Executive  Director  for 
Operations. 

[PR  Doc.77-14257  Piled  5-18-77;8:45  am] 


Title  14 — Aeronautics  and  Space 
CHAPTER  I — FEDERAL  AVIATION  ADMIN¬ 
ISTRATION,  DEPARTMENT  OF  TRANS-  ^ 
PORTATION 

[Docket  No.  76-EA-65;  Arndt.  39-2885] 

PART  39— AIRWORTHINESS  DIRECTIVES 
Canadair  Aircraft 

AGENCY:  Federal  Aviation  Administra¬ 
tion,  DOT. 

ACTION:  Final  rule. 

SUMMARY:  This  rule  (AD)  requires  an 
inspection  for  cracks  in  the  main  land- 
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ing  gear  wheel  well  angles  P/N  215- 
32200-58.  -59.  -60.  -61  in  the  Canadair 
CL-215-1A10  type  airplanes.  The  cracks 
had  been  reported  by  an  operator  of  the 
aircraft. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE;  May  9.  1977. 

ADDRESSES:  Canadair  Circular  104- 
CLr-915  may  be  acquired  from  the  man¬ 
ufacturer  at  P.O.  Box  6087.  Montreal. 
Canada. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CON¬ 
TACT; 

L.  Lipsius,  Airframe  Section.  E^ngineer- 
ing  and  Manufacturing  Branch.  AEA- 
212,  Federal  Building.  JFJL.  Interna¬ 
tional  Airport.  Jamaica.  New  York 
11430.  Tel.  212-995-2875. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 
The  FAA  published  a  Notice  of  Proposed 
Rulemaking  on  this  subject  on  page  5701 
of  the  Federal  Register  for  January  31. 
1977.  Interested  parties  were  given  30 
days  in  which  to  respond.  There  were  no 
objections  received.  Further,  there  are 
no  CL-215  type  aircraft  presently  reg¬ 
istered  in  the  United  States. 

It  has  been  determined  that  the  ex¬ 
pected  impact  of  the  protxised  regulation 
is  so  minimal  that  the  proposal  does  not 
warrant  an  evaluation. 

Accordingly,  and  pursuant  to  the  au¬ 
thority  delegated  to  me  by  the  Admin¬ 
istrator  (14  CFR  11.89).  §39.13  of  Part 
39  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Regulations 
(14  CFR  39.13)  is  amended,  effective 
May  9. 1977.  as  published. 

Canadair:  Applies  to  Canadair  CL-215-1A10 
airplanes,  Serial  Nos.  1001  to  1040  in¬ 
clusive,  not  altered  with  Canadair  Re¬ 
inforcement  Kit  K215-30043  or  an  FAA 
approved  equivalent 

Compliance  is  required  as  indicated. 

To  assure  the  structural  integrity  of  the 
main  landing  gear  wheel  well  angles.  P/N 
215-32200-58,  -59,  -60,  -61.  accomplish  the 
following : 

(a)  On  aircraft  with  1000  or  more  hours  in 
service,  compliance  with  paragraph  (c)  is  re¬ 
quired  before  the  next  flight.  The  inspection 
of  paragraph  (c)  must  be  repeated  at  inter¬ 
vals  not  to  exceed  150  hours  in  service. 

(b)  On  aircraft  with  less  than  1000  hours 
in  service,  compliance  with  paragraph  (c)  is 
required  at  or  before  1000  hours  in  service. 
The  Inspections  of  paragraph  (c)  must  be 
repeated  at  intervals  not  to  exceed  150  hours 
in  service. 

(c)  Inspect  for  cracks  and  modify  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  Canadair  Service  Information 
Circular  No.  104-Cli-215  dated  September  5, 
1975.  or  an  equivalent  approved  by  the  Chief, 
Engineering  and  lAmufacturing  Branch. 
Eastern  Region. 

(d)  Upon  submission  of  substantiating 
data  by  an  owner  or  operator  through  an 
FAA  Maintenance  Inspector,  the  Chief,  En¬ 
gineering  and  Manufacturing  Branch.  FAA, 
Eastern  Region,  ipay  adjust  the  compliance 
time  in  this  AD. 

(Secs.  313(a),  601.  and  60S,  Federal  Aviation 
Act  of  1958.  as  amended  49  U.S.C.  313(a). 
1421.  and  1423;  Sec.  6(c),  Department  of 
TransportaUon  Act.  46  U.&C.  165S(c).) 

Note;  ITie  Federal  Aviation  Administra¬ 
tion  has  determined  that  this  document 
does  not  contain  a  major  proposal  requiring 
preparation  of  an  Economic  Impact  State¬ 
ment  under  Executive  Order  11821.  as 
amended  by  Executive  Order  11949.  and 
OMB  Circular  A-107. 
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The  principal  authors  of  this  d<x;u- 
ment  are  Mr.  L.  Lipsius,  Airframe  Sec¬ 
tion,  and  Mr.  T.  Halloran.  Office  of  the 
Regional  Counsel,  Eastern  Region. 

Issued  in  Jamaica.  New  York,  on 
April  25.  1977. 

William  E.  Morgan, 

Director,  Eastern  Region. 

(FR  Doc.77-14116  Filed  5-18-77;8:45  am| 


(Docket  No.  76-EA-66:  Arndt.  39-2886) 

part  39— airworthiness  DIRECTIVES 
Canadair  Aircraft 

AGENCY:  Federal  Aviati<Hi  Administra¬ 
tion,  DOT. 

ACTION:  Final  rule. 

SUMMARY:  This  rule  (AD)  requires 
Canadair  CL-215-1A10  type  airplanes 
with  12  months  or  more  service  time  to 
be  restricted  to  land  ofierations  until 
the  nose  landing  gear  door  closing  rods 
and  sequencing  redundancy  mechanism 
rods  have  been  inspected  and  reworked. 
Exposure  to  water  leakage  has  affected 
the  rods. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  May  9. 1977. 

ADDRESSES:  Canadair  Circular  101- 
CL-215  dated  May  6,  1975.  may  be  ac¬ 
quired  from  the  manufacturer  at  P.O. 
Box  6087,  Montreal,  Canada. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CON¬ 
TACT; 

L.  Lipsius,  Airframe  Section,  Engineer¬ 
ing  and  Manufacturing  Branch.  AEA- 
212,  Federal  Building,  J.F.K.  Interna¬ 
tional  Airport,  Jamaica.  New  York- 
‘  11430.  Tel.  212-995-2875. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 
The  FAA  published  a  Notice  of  Proposed 
Rule  Making  on  this  subject  on  page  5702 
of  the  Federal  Register  for  January  31. 
1977.  Interested  parties  were  given  30 
days  in  which  to  comment.  No  objecticms 
have  been  received.  Further  there  are  no 
Canadair  Cl-215  type  airplanes  regis¬ 
tered  with  the  United  States. 

It  has  been  determined  that  the  ex¬ 
pected  impact  of  the  proposed  regulation 
is  so  minimal  that  the  proposal  does  not 
warrant  an  evaluation. 

Accordingly,  and  pursuant  to  the  au¬ 
thority  delegated  to  me  by  the  Adminis¬ 
trator  (14  CFR  11.89),  §  39.13  of  Part  39 
of  the  Federal  Aviation  Regulations  (14 
CFR  39.13)  is  amended,  effective  May  9, 
1977,  as  published. 

Canadair;  Applies  to  Canadair  CL-216-1A10 
airplanes.  Serial  Numbers  1001  to  1040 
inclusive,  in  all  categories 

(Compliance  is  required  as  indicated  unless 
already  accomplished. 

To  assure  the  structural  integrity  of  the 
nose  landing  gear  door  closing  rods.  P/N 
215-85009,  and  the  sequencing  redundancy 
mechanism  rod.  P/N  215-85026.  accomplish 
the  following: 

(a)  On  aircraft  that  have  bMn  in  service 
for  12  months  or  more,  compliance  with  para¬ 
graph  (c)  is  required  and  flight  operations 
are  restricted  to  land  (^rations  untU  com¬ 
pliance  is  shown. 

(b)  On  aircraft  that  have  been  in  service 
less  than  12  months,  compliance  with  para¬ 


graph  (c)  is  required  before  achieving  12 
months  in  service. 

(c)  Inspect  and  rework  in  accordance  with 
Canadair  Service  Information  Circular  No. 
lOl-CLr-215  dated  May  6,  1975  or  an  equiv¬ 
alent  method  of  compliance.  A  later  revision 
and  an  equivalent  method  of  compliance 
must  be  approved  by  the  Chief,  Engineering 
and  Manufacturing  Branch.  FAA,  Eastern 
Region. 

(d)  Upon  request,  with  substantiating 
datr.  submitted  through  an  FAA  Maintenance 
Inspector,  the  compliance  time  specified  in 
this  AD  may  be  increased  by  the  Chief, 
Engineering  and  Manufacturing  Branch.  FAA. 
Eastern  Region. 

(Secs.  313(a),  601,  and  603,  Federal  Aviation 
Act  of  1958,  as  amended  49  UB.C.  313(a). 
1421,  and  1423;  sec.  6(c),  Department  of 
Transportation  Act,  49  UB.C.  1656(c).) 

Note. — ^The  Federal  Aviation  Administra¬ 
tion  has  determined  that  this  document 
does  not  contsdn  a  major  proposal  requiring 
preparation  of  an  Economic  Impact  State¬ 
ment  under  Executive  Order  11821,  as 
amended  by  Executive  Order  11949,  and  OMB 
Circular  A-107. 

TTie  principal  authors  of  this  docu¬ 
ment  are  Mr.  L.  Lipsius,  Airframe  Sec¬ 
tion,  and  Mr.  T.  Hall(M*an,  Office  of  the 
Regional  Counsel.  Eastern  Region. 

Issued  in  Jamaica,  New  York,  on 
April  25.  1977. 

William  E.  Morgan, 

Director,  Eastern  Region. 

(FR  Doc.77-14117  Filed  6-18-77;8;45  am) 


I  Docket  No.  76-EA-67;  Arndt.  39-2887 1 
PART  39 — AIRWORTHINESS  DIRECTIVES 
Canadair  Aircraft 

AGENCY:  Federal  Aviation  Administra¬ 
tion,  DOT. 

ACTION :  Final  rule. 

SUMMARY;  This  rule  (AD)  requires  a 
pericxiic  inspection  and  rework  where 
necessary,  of  the  lower  rudder  bearing 
of  corrosion  on  Canadair  CL-215-1A10 
type  airplanes.  Water  contamination 
through  leakage  appears  to  have  affected 
the  bearing. 

EFFECTTVE  DATE:  May  9.  1977.  Initial 
compliance  requires  an  inspection 'prior 
to  1200  hours  in  service. 

ADDRESSES:  Canadiar  Circular  110- 
CL-215.  dated  October  27.  1975,  may 
acquired  from  the  manufacturer  at  P.O. 
Box  6087,  Montreal,  Canada. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CON¬ 
TACT: 

L.  Lipsius,  Airframe  Section,  Engineer¬ 
ing  and  Manufacturing  Branch.  AEA- 
212,  Federal  Building,  J.F.K.  Interna¬ 
tional  Airport.  Jamaica.  New  York 
11430,  212-995-2875. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 
The  FAA  published  a  Notice  of  Proposed 
Rulemaking  on  this  subject  on  page  7160 
of  the  Federal  Register  for  February  7. 
1977.  Interested  parties  were  given  30 
days  in  which  to  respond  to  the  NPRM. 
No  objections  have  been  received.  Fur¬ 
ther,  there  are  no  Canadair  CL-215  ^rpe 
airplanes  presently  registered  in  the 
United  States. 
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It  has  been  determined  that  the  ex¬ 
pected  impact  of  the  proposed  regulation 
is  so  minimal  that  the  proposal  does  not 
warrant  an  evaluation. 

Accordingly,  and  pursuant  to  the  au¬ 
thority  delegated  to  me  by  the  Adminis¬ 
trator  (14  CFR  11.89),  S  39.13  Of  Part  39 
of  the  Federal  Aviation  Regulations  (14 
CFR  39.13)  is  amended,  effective  May  9. 
1977,  as  published. 

Camadais:  Applies  to  Canadalr  CL-316-1A10 
Airplanes,  Serial  Numbers  1001  and  1043 
Inclusive  and  1046,  not  altered  In  ac¬ 
cordance  with  Appendix  I  of  Canadalr 
Information  Circular  llO-Clr-315  dated 
October  37,  1976  or  an  PAA  approved 
equivalent. 

Compliance  Is  required  as  Indicated. 

To  prevent  failure  of  the  lower  rudder 
bearing  due  to  water  Ingress  and  subsequent 
corrosion,  accomplish  the  following: 

(a)  Plor  to  1300  hours  In  service,  and  at 
each  1050  hours  In  service  or  one  year, 
whichever  occurs  first  thereafter.  Inspect  for 
corrosion  as  outlined  In  paragraphs  “Inspec¬ 
tion”  and  “Rework”  In  Canadalr  Information 
Circular  llO-CL-315  dated  October  37,  1975 
or  later  approved  revision  thereto,  or  an 
FAA  approved  equivalent. 

(b)  Equivalent  alterations  and  inspections 
must  be  apnroved  by  the  Chief,  Engineering 
and  Manufacturing  Branch,  FAA,  Eastern 
Region. 

(c)  Upon  request  with  substantiating  data 
submitted  through  an  FAA  Maintenance  In¬ 
spector,  the  Chief.  Engineering  and  Manu¬ 
facturing  Branch,  FAA,  Eastern  Region,  may 
adjust  the  compliance  times  specified  In  this 
AD 

(Secs.  313(a),  601,  and  603,  Federal  Aviation 
Act  of  1958,  as  amended  49  UB.C.  313(a). 
1431,  and  1423;  Sec.  6(c),  Denartment  of 
Transportation  Act,  49  U.S.C.  1665(c).) 

Non. — ^THe'  Federal  Aviation  Administra¬ 
tion  has  determined  that  this  document  does 
not  contain  a  major  proposal  requlrmg  prep¬ 
aration  of  an  Economic  Impact  Statement 
under  Executive  Order  11831,  as  amended  by 
Executive  Order  11949,  and  OMB  Cfircular  A- 
107. 

The  principal  authors  of  this  docu¬ 
ment  are  Mr.  L.  Lipeius,  Airframe  Sec¬ 
tion.  and  Mr.  T.  Halloran,  Office  of  the 
Regional  Counsel,  Eastern  Region. 

Issued  in  Jamaica,  New  York,  on  April 
25,  1977. 

William  E.  Morgan, 
Director,  Eastern  Region. 

I FR  Doc.77-14115  FUed  5-18-77;8;45  am] 

(Airworthiness  Docket  No.  77-8W-15;  Arndt. 

39-2903] 

PART  39— AIRWORTHINESS  DIRECTIVES 
Mooney  Aircraft  Corporation  Models  M20E, 
F,  and  J  Airplanes 

AGENCY :  Federal  Aviation  Administra¬ 
tion  (FAA) ,  DOT. 

ACTION:  Immediate  adopted  rule. 
SUMMARY:  Amendment  39-2877,  42 
FR  21102.  Airworthiness  Directive  (AD) 
77-08-06,  is  being  amended  to  revise  the 
list  of  airplanes  required  to  be  inspected 
and  to  include  an  additional  model  oil 
cooler  which  must  be  removed  from 
service. 

DATES:  Effective  date  May  19.  1977, 
and  was  effective  upon  receipt  for  all 
recipients  of  the  airmail  letter  dated 
May  16,  1977. 


Compliance  required  within  the  next 
five  (5)  hours  time  in  service  after  the 
effective  date  of  this  AD. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CON¬ 
TACT: 

Martin  J.  Saimders.  Propulsion  Sec¬ 
tion  (ASW-214),  Engineering  and 
Manufacturing  Branch.  Flight  Stand¬ 
ards  Division,  Southwest  Region,  Fed¬ 
eral  Aviation  Administration.  Post  Of¬ 
fice  Box  1689,  Port  Worth,  Texas 
76101;  telephone  817-624-4911.  exten¬ 
sion  524. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 
The  PAA  has  received  information 
which  indicates  that  the  listing  of  air¬ 
planes  and  oil  coolers  identified  in 
Amendment  39-2877,  42  FR  21102  (AD 
77-08-06),  is  incorrect.  Therefore,  the 
applicability  section  of  this  AD  is  being 
revised. 

The  principal  authors  of  this  docu¬ 
ment  are  W.  P.  Wells,  Flight  Standards 
Division,  and  Joseph  Kovarik,  Office  of 
the  Regional  Counsel. 

Accordingly,  and  pursuant  to  the  au¬ 
thority  delegated  to  me  by  the  Admin¬ 
istrator  (14  CFR  11.89),  S  39.13  of  Part 
39  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Regulations 
(14  CFR  39.13)  Amendment  39-2877,  42 
PR  21102,  Airworthiness  Directive 
77-08-06  is  amended  as  follows: 

1.  By  amending  the  list  of  applicable 
airplanes  to  read  as  follows: 

Moonxt:  Applies  to  Models  M20E  (Serial 
Numbers  101  through  466,  470  through 
1217,  1219,  1231,  1233  through  1308,  670001 
through  670063,  690001  through  690073, 
700001  through  700039,  700041  through 
700043.  700045  through  700063,  700066, 
700056,  700060,  700061.  31-0001  through 
31-1180);  M20F  (Serial  Numbers  670001 
through  670363,  670366  through  670386, 
670387  through  670483,  670484  through 
670639,  680001  through  680306,  690001 
through  600090,  000003,  700001  through 
700061,^  700063,  730066  through  700070, 
700073,  33-0001  through  33-1437);  M30J 
(Serial  Numbers  34-0001  through  34-0164) 
airplanes. 

2.  By  amending  paragrai^  (a)  of  the 
compliance  section  to  read  as  follows: 

(a)  Before  the  next  flight  of  the  affected 
airplanes,  rmnove  the  engine  cowl  and  vis¬ 
ually  check  the  engine  oU  cooler  to  deter¬ 
mine  whether  It  Is  a  Stewart- Warner  Model 
8432H  (Serial  Numbers  001  throu^  499) 
or  a  Stewart- Warner  Model  8433F  (Serial 
Numbers  1610  through  1717). 

(Secs.  313(a).  601,  603.  Federal  Aviation  Act 
of  1968,  as  amended  (49  UB.C.  1364(a),  1431, 
1433);  sec.  6(c).  Department  of  Transporta¬ 
tion  Act  (49  UB.C.  1666).) 

Notx. — The  Federal  Aviation  Administra¬ 
tion  has  determined  that  this  document  does 
not  contain  a  major  proposal  requiring  prep¬ 
aration  of  an  Eronomlc  Impact  Statement 
under  Executive  Order  11831,  as  amended 
by  Executive  Order  11949,  and  OBM  Circular 
A-107. 

This  amends  airmail  letter  dated  April 
15.  1977,  and  Amendment  39-2877  (42 
FR  21102),  AD  77-08-06. 

Issued  in  Fort  Worth,  Texas,  on  May 
9,  1977. 

Henry  L.  Newman, 
Director,  Southwest  Region. 
(FR  Doc.77-14356  Filed  6-18-77.8:46  am] 


(Docket  No.  77-WB-13-AD;  Arndt.  39-3903] 

PART  39— AIRWORTHINESS  DIRECTIVES 

Rockwell  International  NA-265-80 
Airplanes 

AOENCrv :  Federal  Aviation  Administra¬ 
tion  (PAA) ,  DOT. 

ACmON:  Pinal  rule. 

SUMMARY:  The  Instrument  Inverter 
Remote  Reset  Circuit  Breaker  Relay 
(K1066)  has  been  positioned  improperly 
and  wired  incorrectly  in  certain  NA- 
265-80  airplanes.  Since  this  condition 
results  in  (1)  a  lack  of  thermal  isola¬ 
tion  between  relay  K1066  and  the  No. 
2  Inverter  Power  Relay,  and  (2)  a  lack 
of  short  circuit  protection  of  the  In¬ 
strument  Inverter  power  input  cable,  an 
airworthiness  directive  is  being  issued  to 
require  repositioning  ot  relay  K1066  and 
appropriate  reconnectlcxi  of  the  inverter 
cable.  This  condltlcm.  if  not  corrected, 
could  result  in  a  fire  or  loss  of  all  electri¬ 
cal  power. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  May  23,  1977. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CON¬ 
TACT: 

Jerry  Presba,  Executive  Secretary. 
Airworthiness  Directive  Review  Board. 
Federal  Aviation  Adminlstraticm, 
Western  Region,  P.O.  Box  92007, 
Worldway  Postal  Cmter,  Los  Angeles. 
California  90009,  Telephone  213-536- 
6351 ;  or  Richard  O.  Wittry,  Attorney, 
Office  of  the  Regional  Counsel,  Fed¬ 
eral  Aviation  Administration,  Western 
Region.  P.O.  Box  92007,  World  way 
Postal  Center,  Los  Angeles,  California 
90009,  Telephone  213-536-6274. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 
The  Improper  positioning  of  the  relay 
and  wiring  error  were  discovered  in  the 
aircraft  assembly  line;  there  have  been 
no  repeated  Instances  of  service  difficul¬ 
ties.  The  orientattim  of  relay  K1066  with 
respect  to  the  No.  2  Inverter  relay  could 
result  m  premature  tripping  of  relay 
K1066  only  imder  conditions  of  iN*eviou8 
failure  of  No.  2  inverter.  A  fault  to 
ground  on  the  Instrument  inverter 
power  input  cable  would  result  in  the 
loss  of  the  standby  Instrument  a.c. 
power,  and  could  also  cause  a  fire  or  loss 
of  all  electrical  power.  Since  this  condi- 
tlcm  exists  in  NA-265-80  Model  airplanes 
equipped  with  rotary  inverters,  correc¬ 
tive  action  is  necessary  to  preclude  the 
possibility  of  a  lire  or  loss  of  electrical 
power. 

The  principal  authors  of  this  Air¬ 
worthiness  Directive  are  Lonnie  TUrver, 
Aerospcu:e  Engineer,  AWE-132.  Aircraft 
Engineering  Division,  FAA  Western  Re- 
giem.  and  Richard  O.  Wittry,  Attorney, 
AWE-7.2,  Office  of  the  Regional  Coun¬ 
sel.  FAA  Western  Region. 

Accordingly,  and  pursuant  to  the  au¬ 
thority  delegated  to  me  by  the  Admin¬ 
istrator  (11  CFR  11.89),  S  39.13  of  Part 
39  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Regulaticms 
(14  CFR  Part  39)  is  amended  by  adding 
the  following  new  Airworthiness 
Directive: 
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Rockwell  International:  Applies  to  NA- 
265-80  airplanes,  serial  numbers  380- 
1  throu^  380-4.  380-6  through  380-9, 
380-11  through  380-18,  380-16,  380-17, 
380-19,  380-21,  380-23,  380-25,  380-27, 
380-30,  380-32,  380-34.  380-36  and  380-38 
through  380-54,  with  Relay  K1066  in¬ 
stalled.  (Cutler-Hammer  P/N  6141H126) , 
certificated  In  all  categories. 

Compliance  required  on  or  before  June  7. 
1977,  unless  already  accomplished. 

To  provide  electrical  protection  for  the 
Instrument  Inverter  power  input  cable,  and 
Improve  thermal  Isolation  of  the  Instrument 
Inverter  Remote  Reset  Circuit  Breaker  Re¬ 
lay  (K1066).  accomplish  the  following: 

(a)  Modification  specified  in  Rockwell  In¬ 
ternational  Sabrellner  Service  Bulletin  No. 
28,  dated  April  18,  1077,  or  later  PAA  ap¬ 
proved  revisions. 

(b)  Equivalent  procedures  may  be  ap¬ 
proved  by  the  Chief,  Aircraft  Engineering 
Di^'lsion,  FAA  Western  Region,  upon  sub¬ 
mission  of  adequate  substantiation  data. 

(c)  Special  flight  permits  may  be  issued  In 
accordance  with  FAR's  21.197  and  21.199  to 
operate  airplanes  to  a  base  for  accomplish¬ 
ment  of  the  modiflcation  required  by  this 
AD. 

This  amendment  becomes  effective  May  23, 
1977. 

(Secs.  313(a),  601,  and  803,  Federal  Aviation 
Act  of  1958,  as  amended  (49  UB.C.  1354(a), 
1421,  and  1423);  Sec.  6(c),  Department  of 
TransporUtlon  Act  (49  UJ5.C.  1655(c)).) 

Note. — The  Federal  Aviation  Administra¬ 
tion  has  determined  that  thls^locument  does 
not  contain  a  major  proposal  requiring  prep¬ 
aration  of  an  Economic  Rnpact  Statement 
under  Executive  Order  11821,  as  amended  by 
Executive  Order  11949,  and  OMB  Circular 
A-107. 

Issued  in  Los  Angeles.  California,  on 
May  6. 1977. 

Robert  H.  Stanton, 
Director,  Western  Region. 

I  PR  Doc.77-14118  FUed  5-18-77:8:45  am) 


(Docket  No.  15176;  Amendment  Nos.  91-138 
and  133-6] 

PART  91— GENERAL  OPERATING  AND 
FLIGHT  RULES 

PART  133 — ROTORCRAFT  EXTERNAL¬ 
LOAD  OPERATIONS 

Operations  Review  Program  Amendment 
No.  2:  Rotorcraft  External-Load  Opera¬ 
tions 

Correction 

In  FR  Doc.  77-13607  appearing  at  page 
24196  of  the  issue  for  Thursday,  May  12, 
1977: 

1.  In  the  table  in  the  middle  column, 
page  24196,  the  fifth  entry  under  “PAR”, 
now  reading  “$  133.10”,  should  read 
“5  133.1”. 

2.  In  the  third  line  from  the  bottom, 
middle  column,  page  24197,  “{  133.3(f)” 
should  read  “3  133.31(f)”. 


Title  24 — Housing  and  Urban  Development 

CHAPTER  II— OFFICE  OF  ASSISTANT  SEC¬ 
RETARY  FOR  HOUSING — FEDERAL 

HOUSING  COMMISSIONER.  DEPART¬ 
MENT  OF  HOUSING  AND  URBAN  DE¬ 
VELOPMENT 

SUBCHAPTER  A— OENERAL 
(Docket  No.  R-77-4411 
PART  200— INTRODUCTION 

Subpart  D— Delegations  to  Particular 
Positions 

Loan  Assistance  Committee 

AGENC7Y:  Department  of  Housing  and 
Urban  Development. 

ACJTTON:  Pinal  rule  delegating  author¬ 
ity. 

SUMMARY:  The  Assistant  Secretary  for 
Housing — Federal  Housing  Commis¬ 
sioner  is  revising  the  Delegations  of  Au¬ 
thority  to  the  Loan  Assistance  C(Hnmit- 
tee  in  order  to  reflect  the  changed  com¬ 
position  of  the  committee  and  its  new 
functions  and  responsibilities. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  AprU  4.  1977. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 
On  June  18. 1976,  the  Office  of  the  Assist¬ 
ant  Secretary  for  Housing  Production 
and  Mortgage  Credit — ^Federal  Housing 
Commissioner  and  the  Office  of  the  As¬ 
sistant  Secretary  for  Housing  Manage¬ 
ment  were  merged  into  the  Office  of  the 
Assistant  Secretary  for  Housing — Fed¬ 
eral  Housing  Commissioner  (41  FR 
24755).  As  a  result,  delegations  of  au¬ 
thority  to  various  officials  and  commit¬ 
tees  within  that  office  require  revision. 
This  document  brings  current  the  dele¬ 
gations  to  the  Loan  Assistance  Commit¬ 
tee  under  §  200.94.  Since  the  amend¬ 
ment  involves  only  internal  matters  of 
agency  management,  it  does  not  require 
comment  or  public  procedure  and  good 
cause  exists  for  making  the  change  ef¬ 
fective  April  4,  1977.  EnvircHimental  and 
inflation  determinations  are  not  re¬ 
quired. 

Accordingly,  Part  200  is  amended  as 
follows: 

§  200.94  Loan  AHsislance  Committee. 

(a)  Members.  The  Loan  Assistance 
Committee  is  composed  of  the  following 
members,  or  their  designees:  the  Direc¬ 
tor,  Office  of  Loan  Origination,  Chair¬ 
man;  the  Director.  Office  of  Policy  De¬ 
velopment  and  Evaluation;  the  Director. 
Office  of  Management;  and  (by  agree¬ 
ment  with  the  Assistant  Secretary  for 
Administration)  the  Director,  Office  of 
Finance  and  Accounting. 

(b)  Functions.  The  functions  of  the 
Loan  Assistance  Committee  are  the  re¬ 
view  and  approval  or  disiqsproval  of  re¬ 
quests  for  cancellation  or  waiver  of  re¬ 
payment,  in  whole  or  in  part,  of  loans 


made  under  Section  106  of  the  Housing 
and  Urban  Development  Act  of  1968  and 
Section  207  of  the  Appalachian  Regicmal 
Development  Act  of  1965,  as  amended. 

(Secretary’s  delegation  of  authority  to  re¬ 
delegate  published  at  41  FR  24756,  June  18, 
1976.) 

Lawrence  B.  Simons, 
Assistant  Secretary  for  Hous~- 
ing — Federal  Housing  Corn- 
missioner. 

(FR  Doc.77-14280  Filed  6-18-77; 8:45  am] 

Title  28— Judicial  Administration 
CHAPTER  I— DEPARTMENT  OF  JUSTICE 

(Order  No.  721-77] 

PART  42— NONDISCRIMINATION;  EQUAL 
EMPLOYMENT  OPPORTUNITY;  POLICIES 
AND  PROCEDURES 

EQUAL  EMPLOYMENT  OPPORTUNITY 
WITHIN  THE  DEPARTMENT  OF  JUSTICE 

Authority  To  Direct  Remedial  Action  in  EEO 
Complaints 

AGENCY:  Department  of  Justice. 
ACTION :  Final  rule. 

SUMMARY:  The  regulatlmis  governing 
discrimination  complaints  filed  by  em¬ 
ployees  and  applicants  for  employment 
in  the  Department  of  Justice  provide 
tht.t  the  Complaint  Adjudication  Officer, 
appointed  by  the  Assistant  Attorney 
General  in  charge  of  the  Civil  Rights 
Division,  shall  render  decisions  on  com¬ 
plaints  from  employees  and  applicants 
for  employment  within  the  Department. 
This  order  clarifies  and  updates  the 
present  regulations  and  provides  that  in 
cases  where  no  discrimination  is  found, 
any  remedial  action  ordered  by  the  Com¬ 
plaint  Adjudication  Officer  shall  have 
the  prior  approved  of  the  Assistant  At¬ 
torney  General  in  charge  of  the  Civil 
Rights  Division  in  consultation  with  the 
Deputy  Attorney  General. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  May  9,  1977. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CON¬ 
TACT: 

John  M.  Harmon.  Acting  Assistant  At¬ 
torney  General,  Office  of  Legal  Coun¬ 
sel,  U.S.  Department  of  Justice,  Wash¬ 
ington.  D.C.  20530  (202-739-2041). 

By  virtue  of  the  authority  vested  in  me 
by  28  U.S.C.  509,  510  and  5  U.S.C.  301. 
and  in  conformity  with  5  CFR  Part  713, 
Subpart  A  of  Part  42  of  Title  28.  Code  of 
Federal  R^ulations,  is  amended  as 
fcrilows: 

Subpart  A — Equal  Employment  Opportu¬ 
nity  Within  the  Department  of  Justice 

§  42.1  Policy. 

It  is  the  policy  of  the  Department  of 
Justice  to  seek  to  eliminate  discrimina- 
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tion  on  the  basis  of  race,  color,  religion, 
sex,  national  origin  or  age  in  employment 
within  the  Department  and  to  assure 
equal  employment  oppwtunity  for  all 
employees  and  applicants  for  employ¬ 
ment  in  the  Department,  in  conformity 
with  the  policies  and  reqiiirements  of 
Executive  Order  No.  11478  of  August  8, 
1969,  relating  to  equal  employment  op¬ 
portunity  in  the  Federal  Govnmment, 
section  717  of  the  Civil  Rights  Act  of 
1964,  as  am^ded  (42  U£.C.  2000e-16), 
section  15  of  the  Age  Discrimination  in 
Employment  Act  of  1967,  as  am^ded  (29 
U.S.C.  633a) ,  and  the  regulations  of  the 
United  States  Civil  Service  Commission 
relating  to  equal  employment  opportu¬ 
nity  (5CPRPart713). 

§  42.2  Designation  of  Director  of  Equal 
Employment  Opportunity  and  Com* 
plaint  Adjudication  Officer. 

*  •  •  •  • 

(b)  The  Assistant  Attorney  General  in 
charge  of  the  Civil  Rights  Division  shall 
appoint  a  Complaint  Adjudlcaticm  Offi¬ 
cer,  who  shall  render  final  decisions  for 
the  Department  of  Justice  on  complaints 
of  discrimination  filed  by  employees  and 
applicants  for  employment  in  the  De¬ 
partment  pursuant  to  the  D^artment’s 
Equal  Employment  Opportunity  Regula¬ 
tions.  In  rendering  decisions,  the  Com¬ 
plaint  Adjudication  Officer  shall  order 
such  remedial  acticm  as  may  be  appro¬ 
priate,  whether  or  not  there  is  a  finding 
of  discrimination,  but  in  cases  where  no 
discrimination  is  found  any  remedial  ac¬ 
tion  ordered  shall  have  the  prior  ap¬ 
proval  of  the  Assistant  Attorney  General 
in  charge  of  the  Civil  Rights  Division, 
who  shall  consult  with  the  D^>uty  At¬ 
torney  General  on  the  matter. 

Dated:  May  9,  1977. 

Grutin  B.  Bill, 

Attorney  Oeneral. 

I  PR  Doc.77-14235  Filed  4-18-77:8:45  *ml 


Title  31 — Money  and  Finance 

CHAPTER  II— FISCAL  SERVICE, 
DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  TREASURY 

SUBCHAPTER  8— BUREAU  OF  THE  PUBUC 
DEBT 

Amendment  of  Regulations  Governing 
United  States  Savings  Bonds 

AGENCY :  Department  of  the  Treasury. 
ACTION:  Pinal  rule.  . 

SUMMARY:  These  amendments  of  the 
regulations  governing  UB.  savings  Ixmds 
eliminate  the  requirement  that  women 
named  as  coowners  or  beneficiaries  on 
such  bonds  must  be  Identified  by  a 
courtesy  title  if  their  social  security 
numbers  are  not  furnished.  The  pri¬ 
mary  author  of  these  amendments  is  A. 
E.  Martin,  Attorney-Adviser,  Bureau  of 
the  Public  Debt. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  May  19.  1977. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CON¬ 
TACT: 

A.  E.  Martin,  Attorney-Adviser.  Bu¬ 
reau  of  the  Public  Debt  (202-376- 
0255). 


Accordingly.  Department  of  the 
Treasury  Circular  No.  530,  Tenth  Revi¬ 
sion.  dated  December  5,  1973,  as 

amended.  (31  CFR  Part  315) ;  Depart¬ 
ment  of  the  Treasury  Circular  No.  663. 
Ninth  Revision,  dated  April  23.  1974,  as 
amended  (31  CFR  Part  316) :  and  De¬ 
partment  of  the  Treasury  Circular  No. 
905.  Sixth  Revision,  dated  April  19,  1974 
(31  CFR  Part  332).  are  amended  as 
follows: 

PART  315— REGULATIONS  GOVERNING 
UNITED  STATES  SAVINGS  BONDS 

§  315.5  [Amended] 

Section  315.5  of  31  CFR.  Part  315  is 
amended  by  the  deletion  of  the  twelfth 
sentence  which  begins  with  the  words. 
“If  a  woman  •  •  •” 


PART  316— OFFERING  OF  UNITED 
STATES  SAVINGS  BONDS,  SERIES  E 

§  316.2  [Amended] 

Section  316.2  of  31  CFR,  Part  316  is 
amended  by  the  deletion  of  the  first  two 
sentences  of  Footnote  2. 


PART  332— OFFERING  OF  UNITED 

STATES  SAVINGS  BONDS.  SERIES  H 

§  332.2  [Amended] 

Section  332.2  of  31  CFR.  Part  332  is 
amended  by  the  deletion  of  Footnote  1. 

The  foregoing  amendments  are  Issued 
under  the  authority  of  5  U.S.C.  301.  31 
U.S.C.  757c.  As  they  involve  the  fiscal 
policy  of  the  United  States,  notice  and 
public  procedures  thereon  are  found  to 
be  imnecessary. 

Dated:  May  13.  1977. 

David  Mosso, 

Fiscal  Assistant  Secretary  * 
of  the  Treasury. 

|PR  Doc.77-14331  Filed  5-18-77:8:45  am) 

Title  32 — National  Defense 

CHAPTER  V— DEPARTMENT  OF  THE 
ARMY 

PART  553— ARMY  NATIONAL 
CEMETERIES 

Arlington  and  Soldiers'  Home  National 
Cemeteries 

AGENCY :  Department  of  the  Army, 
DOD. 

ACmON:  Pinal  rule. 

SUMMARY :  The  Department  of  the 
Army  is  amending  its  regulations  on  eli¬ 
gibility  criteria  for  burial  in  Arlington 
National  Cemetery  and  its  regulations 
on  policies  and  procedures  for  the  ad¬ 
ministration  of  Arlington  and  Soldiers’ 
Home  National  Cemeteries.  The  amend¬ 
ment  also  refiects  the  transfer  of  the 
major  part  of  the  National  Cemetery 
System  to  the  Veterans  Administration 
and  stipulates  that  the  Army  has  re¬ 
tained  control  of  Arlington  and  Soldiers’ 
Home  National  Cemeteries.  The  eligibil¬ 
ity  criteria  are  being  expande<f  because 
during  the  last  few  years  the  cemetery 
has  acquired  approximately  200  acres  of 
land  previously  occupied  by  South  Post, 


Fort  Mver  which  will  provide  additional 
gravesites.  Therefore,  it  was  determined 
that  certain  disabled  veterans  and  those 
who  had  received  certain  decorations 
should  be  included  in  the  eligibility  cri¬ 
teria. 

DATESc  Comments  must  be  received  on 
or  before  June  20. 1977.  Effective  date  of 
regulations,  April  15.  1977. 

ADDRESS:  Comments  should  be  sub¬ 
mitted  to  HQDA  (DAAG-PED),  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C.  20314. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CON¬ 
TACT: 

LTC  Ellsworth  S.  Clarke  (202-693- 

0882). 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INPORMA'nON: 
Pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  Public  Law 
93-43.  the  National  Cemetery  System 
was  transferred  from  the  Department  of 
the  Army  to  the  Veterans  Administra¬ 
tion  on  September  1.  1973.  Notice  to  this 
effect  was  published  In  the  Federal  Reg¬ 
ister  on  January  4.  1974,  (39  FR  1024) . 
This  notice  deletes  information  in  32 
CPR  regarding  the  National  Cemetery 
System  and  describes  procedures  and 
policies  for  the  administraticxi  of  Ar¬ 
lington  and  Soldiers’  Home  National 
Cemeteries  which  were  retained  by  the 
Department  of  the  Army. 

Note. — The  Department  of  the  Army  baa 
determined  that  this  document  does  not 
contain  a  major  proposal  requiring  prepara¬ 
tion  of  an  Inflation  Impact  Statement  under 
Executive  Order  11821  and  OMB  Circular 
A-107. 


Dated:  May  13.  1977. 


By  authority  of  the  Secretary  of  the 
Army. 


T.  C.  Shaylor. 

Colonel.  United  States.  Army, 
Director.  Personal  Affairs. 
TAOCEN. 


It  is  proposed  to  amend  Title  32 . 
Chapter  V  of  the  Code  of  Federal  Regu¬ 
lations  by  revising  Part  553  es  follows: 
See. 

553.1  Purpose. 

5532  Statutory  authority. 

553.3  Scope  and  applicability. 

553.4  Responsibility. 

553.5  Federal  Jurisdiction. 

553.6  Donations. 

553.7  Design  and  layout  of  Army  national 

c«neteiies. 

553.8  Arlington  Memorial  Amphitheater. 
553.0  Power  of  arrest. 

553.10  Solicitotlons. 

553.11  Procurement. 

553.12  Encroachments  and  revocable  li¬ 

censes. 

553.13  Standards  of  construction,  main¬ 

tenance,  and  operations. 

553.14  Authority  for  Interments. 

553.15  Persons  eligible  for  burial  In  Arling¬ 

ton  National  Cemetery. 

553.16  Persons  eligible  for  burial  In  Sol¬ 

diers'  Home  National  Ometery. 

553.17  Persons  Ineligible  for  burial  in  an 

Army  national  cemetery. 

553.18  Assignment  of  gravesites. 

553.19  Disinterments. 

553.20  Headstones  and  markers. 

55321  Monuments  and  Inscriptions  at 

private  expense. 

55322  Visitors  rules  for  Arlington  National 

Cemetery. 
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Authority:  24  U.S.C.  Ch.  7,  unless  other¬ 
wise  noted. 

§  553.1  Purpose. 

The  following  specifies  the  authority 
and  assigns  the  responsibiUties  for  the 
development,  operatiwi,  maintenance, 
and  administration  of  the  Arlington  and 
Soldiers’  Home  National  Cemeteries,  a 
civil  works  activity  of  the  Department 
of  the  Army. 

§  553.2  Statutory  authority. 

Basic  statutory  authority  pertaining 
to  the  Army  national  cemeteries  is  in 
Chapter  7,  Title  24,  United  States  Code, 
entitled  “National  Cemeteries.”  Many  of 
the  provisions  of  this  chapter  were  re¬ 
pealed  by  Section  7(a)  of  the  National 
Cemeteries  Act  of  1973  (Public  Law  93- 
43.  18  June  1973,  38  U.S.C.  1000  et  seq.) ; 
but  Section  7(b)  provides  that  nothing 
/  in  this  section  shall  be  deemed  to  affect 
in  any  manner  the  fvmctions,  powers, 
and  duties  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Army 
with  respect  to  Arlington  and  Soldiers’ 
Home  National  Cemeteries. 

§  553.3  Scope  and  applicability. 

(a)  Scope.  The  development,  opera¬ 
tion.  maintenance,  and  administration 
of  Arlington  National  Cemetery  and  the 
Soldiers’  Home  National  Cemetery  are 
governed  by  this  Part  and  TM  10-287. 
AR  210-190  assigns  responsibilities  for 
the  operation,  maintenance,  and  ad¬ 
ministration  of  Army  post  cemeteries. 

(b)  Applicability.  The  provisions  of 
AR  290-5  are  applicable  to  active  and  re¬ 
tired  members  of  the  Armed  Forces,  cer¬ 
tain  disabled  veterans,  and  veterans  who 
were  awarded  certain  military  decora¬ 
tions. 

§  553.4  Responsibilities. 

The  Army  national  cemeteries,  con¬ 
sisting  of  the  Arlington  National  Ceme¬ 
tery,  Arlington,  Virginia,  and  Soldiers’ 
Home  National  Cemetery,  Washington, 
D.C.,  are  under  the  juri^ictiem  of  the 
Department  of  the  Army.  The  Assistant 
Secretary  of  the  Army  for  Civil  Works 
is  directly  responsible  to  the  Secretary 
of  the  Army  for  policy  formulation  in 
the  administration  of  these  cmeteries. 
The  Adjutant  G«ieral  is  responsible  for 
their  day-to-day  administration,  opera¬ 
tion,  and  maintMiance.  Specific  respon¬ 
sibilities  for  Arlington  and  Soldiers’ 
Hcrnie  National  Cemeteries  are  delegated 
to  the  Commander,  Military  District  of 
Washington  in  accordance  with  a 
Memorandum  of  Understanding. 

§  553.5  Federal  jurisdiction. 

Where  the  State  legislature  has  given 
the  consent  of  that  State  to  purchase 
the  land  which  now  comprises  an  Army 
national  cemetery,  the  jurisdiction  and 
power  of  legislation  of  the  United 
States  over  Army  national  cemeteries 
will,  in  all  courts  and  places,  be  hdd  to 
be  the  same  as  is  granted  by  Section  8, 
Article  1,  C<mstituti(m  of  the  United 
States. 

§  553.6  Donations. 

(a)  Policy.  Under  Department  of  the 
Army  policy,  proffered  donations  or 


gifts  for  beautifying  Army  national 
cemeteries  may  be  accepted  from  legiti¬ 
mate  societies  and  organizatiems  or  from 
reputable  individuals,  subject  to  the  f(d- 
lowing  provisions: 

(1)  The  society,  organization,  or  in¬ 
dividual  does  not  associate  the  name  of 
the  Department  of  the  Army  in  any  way 
with  soliciting  for  the  donation  or  gift, 

(2)  Delivery  is  made  to  the  cemetery 
or  to  another  point  designated  by  the 
Department  of  the  Army  without  ex¬ 
pense  to  the  Go^mment. 

(3)  Installing,  constructing,  placing, 
or  planting  is  in  keeping  with  the  planned 
development  of  the  cemetery  and  the 
donor  agrees  to  the  use  of  the  gift  at  any 
designated  place  within  the  cemeteii^. 

(4)  The  donor  is  not  permitted  to  affix 
any  commemorative  tablet  or  plaque  to 
the  items  donated  or  to  place  one  in  the 
cemetery  or  elsewhere  on  Department  of 
the  Army  property. 

(b)  Processing.  All  proffers  of  dona¬ 
tions  to  Army  national  cemeteries  will  be 
referred  to  The  Adjutant  General  with 
the  recommendation  of  the  cemetery 
superintendent  as  to  the  action  to  be 
taken. 

(c)  Conditional  gifts.  ’The  Secretary  of 
the  Army  is  authorized,  at  his  discretion, 
to  accept,  receive,  hold,  administer,  and 
expend  any  gift,  devise,  or  bequest  of  real 
or  personal  pr(H>erty  on  cemdition  that 
the  item  be  used  for  the  benefit  of,  or  in 
connection  with,  the  operation  main¬ 
tenance.  or  administratimi  of  the  two 
national  cemeteries  imder  the  Jurisdic¬ 
tion  of  the  Department  of  the  Army.  The 
Adjutant  General  will  take  appropriate 
action  on  conditional  gifts  as  prescribed 
in  AR  1-100. 

(d)  Unconditional  gifts.  All  proffers  or 
donations  of  gifts  which  are  uncemdi- 
tional  will  be  accompanied  by  a  report 
stating  all  material  facts  in  connection 
with  the  source,  nature,  and  purpose  of 
the  gift. 

§  553.7  Design  and  layout  of  Army  na¬ 
tional  cemeteries.  % 

(a)  General  cemetery  layout  plans, 
landscape  planting  plans  and  gravesite 
layout  plans  for  Army  national  ceme¬ 
teries  will  be  maintained  by  The  Ad¬ 
jutant  General. 

(b)  New  burial  sections  will  be  (^lened 
and  prepared  for  bmials  only  with  the 
approval  of  The  Adjutant  General  and 
after  types  and  sizes  of  mtmuments  on 
permanent  sites  have  been  established. 

§  553.8  Arlington  Memorial  Amphi¬ 
theater. 

(a)  The  Act  of  2  September  1960  (  74 
Stat;  24  use  295a)  provides  that  the 
Secretary  of  Defense  or  his  designee  may 
send  to  Congress  in  January  of  each  year 
recommendations  on  the  memorials  to 
be  erected  and  the  remains  of  deceased 
members  of  the  Armed  Forces  to  be  en¬ 
tombed  in  the  Arlington  Memorial  Am¬ 
phitheater  in  Arlington  National  Cem¬ 
etery.  TTie  Act  further  provides  that — 

(1)  No  memorial  may  be  erected  and 
no  remains  may  be  entombed  in  the  Ar¬ 
lington  Memorial  Amphitheater  unless 
specifically  authorized  by  Congress; 


(2)  The  character,  design,  or  location 
of  any  memorial  authorized  by  Con¬ 
gress  is  subject  to  the  approval  of  the 
Secretary  of  Defense  or  of  his  designee. 

(b)  Under  the  provisions  of  the  Act 
of  2  September  1960,  the  Secretary  of 
the  Army  has  been  designated  to  act  in 
behalf  of  the  Secretary  of  Defense. 

(c)  The  Department  of  the  Army  will 
seek  the  advice  of  the  Commission  of 
Fine  Arts  concerning  any  requests  rela¬ 
tive  to  inscriptions  or  memorials  within 
the  Arlington  Memorial  Amphitheater. 

§  553.9  Power  of  arrest. 

The  superintendents  of  Army  naticmal 
cemeteries  are  authorized  to  arrest  any 
person  who  willfully  destroys,  cuts, 
breaks,  injures,  or  removes  any  tree, 
shrub,  or  plant  within  the  limits  of  the 
cemetery  and  to  bring  that  person  be¬ 
fore  any  United  States  magistrate  or 
judge  of  any  district  court  of  the  United 
States  within  any  State  or  district  where 
the  cemeteries  are  situated,  to  hold  that 
person  to  answer  for  the  misdemeanor, 
and  then  and  there  to  make  a  complaint 
in  due  form. 

§  553.10  Solicitations. 

Solicitations  to  the  public  of  any  type 
of  business  including  the  sale  of  souve¬ 
nirs  and  refreshments  within  the  ceme¬ 
tery  are  prohibited.  Violators  who  do  not 
leave  when  so  ordered  or  who  unlawfully 
reenter  the  cemetery  after  being  evicted 
will  be  subject  to  prosecution. 

§  553.11  Procurement. 

Cemetery  supplies  and  services  will  be 
procured  in  accordance  with  the  provi¬ 
sions  of  the  Armed  Services  Procure¬ 
ment  Regulation  (ASPR)  and  the  Army 
Procurement  Proc^ure  (APP) . 

§  553.12  Encroachments  and  revocable 
licenses. 

(a)  Encroachments.  No  railroads  will 
be  permitted  upon  the  right-of-way  ac¬ 
quired  by  the  United  States  leading  to 
Arlington  or  Soldiers’  Home  National 
Cemetery  or  to  encroach  upon  any 
roads  or  walks  thereon  and  maintained 
by  the  United  States. 

(b)  Revocable  licenses.  The  construc¬ 
tion  or  erection  at  poles  and  lines  (in¬ 
cluding  imderground  lines)  for  trans¬ 
mitting  and  distributing  electric  power 
or  for  telei^one  and  telegraph  purposes, 
as  well  as  water  and  sewer  pipes,  will  not 
be  permitted  without  the  authority  of 
the  Department  of  the  Army.  Requests 
for  revocable  licenses  to  construct  water, 
gas,  or  sewer  lines  or  other  appurte¬ 
nances  on  or  across  the  cemetery  or  an 
approach  road  in  which  the  Government 
has  a  right-of-way  or  fee  simple  title  or 
other  interest  will  be  sutoiitted  for  final 
action  to  the  cemetery  superintendent 
with  a  complete  description  of  the  privi¬ 
lege  desired  and  a  map  showing  the  lo¬ 
cation  of  the  project  on  the  roadway  in 
question.  The  superintendent  will  for¬ 
ward  the  application  and  inclosures  with 
his  comments  and  recommendation  to 
Headquarters.  Department  of  the  Army. 
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§  5i)3.13  Suinctards  of  construction, 
nuiintenance,  and  operations. 

The  following  standards  of<»the  De> 
partment  of  the  Army  will  be  observed 
in  the  development,  operation,  mainte¬ 
nance,  adminlstratimi,  and  support  of 
Army  national  cemeteries  and  will  be 
considered  in  relatlmi  to  budgetary  re¬ 
views  within  the  Department  of  the 
Army: 

(a)  As  4}ermanent  national  shrines 
provided  by  a  grateful  nation  to  the  hon¬ 
ored  dead  of  the  Armed  Forces  of  the 
United  States,  the  standards  for  con¬ 
struction,  maintenance,  and  operation  of 
Army  national  cemeteries  will  be  c«n- 
mensurate  with  the  high  purpose  to 
which  they  are  dedicated. 

(b>  Structures  and  facilities  provided 
for  Army  cemeteries  will  be  permanent 
in  nature  and  of  a  scope,  dignity,  and 
aesthetic  design  suitable  to  the  purpose 
for  which  they  are  intended. 

(c)  Cemeteries  will  be  beautified  by 
landscaping  and  by  means  of  special 
features  based  on  the  historical  aspects, 
locaticm,  or  other  factors  of  major  sig¬ 
nificance. 

(d)  Accommodations  and  services 
provided  to  the  next  of  kin  of  the  hon¬ 
ored  dead  and  to  the  general  public  will 
be  of  high  order. 

§  353.14  Authority  for  intemientA. 

The  Act  of  14  May  1948  (62  Stat.  234) . 
as  amended  by  the  Act  of  14  September 
1959  (73  Stat.  547;  24  U.S.C.  281),  and 
other  laws  specifically  cited  in  this  Part 
authorize  burial  in  ArlingUm  and  Sol¬ 
diers’  Home  National  Cemeteries  under 
such  regulations  as  the  Secretary  of  the 
Army  may.  with  the  approval  of  the  Sec¬ 
retary  of  Defense,  prescribe. 

§  553.15  Personii  eliitiMe  for  burial  in 
Arlington  National  Cemetery. 

(a)  Any  active  duty  member  of  the 
Armed  Forces  (except  those  members 
serving  on  active  duty  for  training  only) . 

(b)  Any  retired  member  of  the 
Armed  Forces.  A  retired  member  of  the 
Armed  Forces,  in  the  context  of  this  par¬ 
agraph,  is  a  retired  member  of  the  Army, 
Navy,  Air  Force.  Marine  Corps,  Coast 
Guard,  or  a  Reserve  ccxnponent  who  has 
served  on  active  duty  (other  than  for 
training) ,  is  carried  on  an  official  retired 
list,  and  is  entitled  to  receive  retired  pay 
stemming  from  service  in  the  Armed 
Forces.  If,  at  the  time  of  death,  a  retired 
member  of  the  Armed  Forces  is  not  en¬ 
titled  to  receive  retired  pay  stemming 
from  his  service  in  the  Armed  Forces  un¬ 
til  some  future  date,  the  retired  member 
will  not  be  eligible  for  burial. 

(c)  Any  former  member  of  the  Armed 
Forces  separated  for  physical  disability 
prior  to  1  October  1949  who  has  served 
on  active  duty  (other  than  for  training) 
and  who  would  have  been  eligible  for  re¬ 
tirement  under  the  provisions  of  10 
U.S.C.  1201  had  that  statute  been  in  ef¬ 
fect  on  the  date  of  his  separation. 

(d)  Any  former  member  of  the  Armed 
Forces  whose  last  active  duty  (other  than 
for  training)  military* service  terminated 


honorably  and  who  has  been  awarded 
one  of  the  following  decorations: 

(1)  Medal  of  Honor. 

(2)  Distinguished  Service  Cross  (Air 
Force  (Tross  or  Navy  Cross). 

(3)  Distinguished  Service  Medal. 

(4)  Silver  Star. 

(5)  Purple  Heart. 

(e)  Persons  who  have  held  any  of  the 
following  positions,  provided  their  last 
period  of  active  duty  (other  than  f(w 
training)  as  a  member  of  ttie  Armed 
Forces  terminated  honorably: 

(1)  An  elective  office  of  the  United 
States  Government 

(2)  Office  of  the  CHilef  Justice  of  the 
United  States  or  of  an  Associate  Justice 
of  the  Supreme  Court  of  the  United 
States. 

(3)  An  office  listed  in  5  UJ3.C.  5312  or 
5  U.S.C.  5313. 

(4)  The  CThief  of  a  mission  who  was  at 
any  time  during  his  tenure  classified  in 
class  I  imder  the  provisions  of  411  of  the 
Act  of  13  August  1946,  60  Stat.  1002,  as 
amended  (22  U.S.C.  866,  1964  ed.) . 

(f)  The  spouse,  widow  or  widower, 
minor  child  and.  at  the  discretion  of  the 
Secretary  of  the  Army,  unmarried  adult 
child  of  any  of  the  persons  listed  above. 

(1)  The  term  “spouse”  refers  to  a 
widow  or  widower  of  an  eligible  member, 
including  the  widow  or  widower  of  a 
member  of  the  Armed  Forces  who  was 
lost  or  burled  at  sea  or  officially  deter¬ 
mined  to  be  permanoitly  absent  in  a 
status  of  missing  or  missing  in  action.  A 
surviving  spouse  who  has  remarried  and 
whose  remarriage  is  void,  terminated  by 
death,  or  dissolved  by  annulment  or 
divorce  by  a  court  with  basic  authority 
to  render  such  decrees  regains  eligibility 
for  burial  in  Arlington  National  Ceme¬ 
tery  unless  it  is  determined  that  the  de¬ 
cree  of  annulment  or  divorce  was  secured 
through  fraud  or  collusion. 

(2)  An  immarried  adult  child  may  be 
interred  in  the  same  grave  in  which  the 
parent  has  been  or  will  be  interred,  pro¬ 
vided  that  child  was  Incapable  of  self- 
support  up  to  the  time  of  death  because 
of  ph3'sical  or  mental  condition.  At  the 
time  of  death  of  an  adult  child,  a  request 
for  interment  will  be  submitted  to  the 
Superintendent  of  Arlington  National 
Cemetery.  TTie  request  must  be  accom¬ 
panied  by  a  notarized  statement  from  an 
individual  who  has  direct  knowledge  as 
to  the  marital  status,  degree  depend¬ 
ency  of  the  deceased  child,  the  name  of 
that  child's  parent,  and  the  military 
service  upon  which  the  burial  is  being 
requested.  A  certificate  of  a  physician 
who  has  attended  the  decedent  as  to  the 
nature  and  duration  of  the  physical  and/ 
or  mental  disability  must  also  accompany 
the  request  for  interment. 

(g)  Widows  or  widowers  of  service 
membo's  who  are  interred  in  Arlington 
National  Cemetery  as  part  of  a  group 
burial  may  be  interred  in  the  same  ceme¬ 
tery  but  not  in  the  same  grave. 

(h)  The  surviving  spouse,  minor  child, 
and,  at  the  discretion  of  the  Secretary 
of  the  Army,  unmarried  adult  child  of 
any  person  already  buried  in  Arlington. 


(i)  TTie  parents  of  a  minor  child  or 
unmarried  adult  child  whose  remains, 
based  on  the  eligibility  of  a  parent,  are 
already  buried  in  Arlington  National 
Cemetery. 

§  553.16  PenoiM  eligible  for  burial  in 
Soldiers*  Home  National  Cemetery. 

The  Board  of  Commisshxters  of  the 
US  Soldiers’  and  Airmen’s  Home  will  pre¬ 
scribe  rules  governing  burial  in  the  Sol¬ 
diers’  Home  National  Cemetery. 

§  553.17  Persons  indigible  for  burial  in 
an  Army  national  cemetery. 

(a)  A  father,  mother,  brother,  sister, 
and  in-law  is  not  eligible  for  interment 
by  reason  of  relationship  to  an  eligible 
service  person  even  though  he/she  is  de¬ 
pendent  upon  the  service  member  for 
support  and/or  is  a  member  of  his/her 
hoiuehold. 

(b)  A  person  whose  last  separation 
from  one  of  the  Armed  Forces  was  tmder 
other-than-honorable  conditions  is  not 
eligible  for  burial  evoi  though  he  may 
have  received  veterans  benefits,  treat¬ 
ment  at  a  Veterans  Administration  hos¬ 
pital,  or  died  in  such  a  hospital. 

(c)  A  person  who  has  volunteered  for 
service  with  the  Armed  Forces  but  has 
not  actually  entered  on  active  duty. 

(d)  Nmiservlce-connected  spouses  who 
have  been  divm'ced  from  the  service-cou 
nected  members  or  who  have  remarried 
after  the  interment  of  the  service-con¬ 
nected  spouse  and  whose  ronarriage  is 
still  valid  are  not  digible  because  of  the 
decedent’s  service. 

(e)  Dependents  are  not  eligible  for 
burial  in  Arlington  National  Conetery 
unless  the  service-connected  family 
member  has  been  or  will  be  Interred  in 
that  cemetery.  This  does  not  apply  to 
widows  or  widowers  of  members  ot  the 
Armed  Forces  lost  or  buried  at  sea  or 
officially  determmed  to  be  permanently 
absent  in  a  status  of  missing  or  missing 
in  action. 

§  553.18  Assignment  of  gravesites. 

(a)  Under  present  policy  of  the  De¬ 
partment  of  the  Army,  only  one  gravesite 
is  authorized  for  the  biulal  of  a  service 
member  and  eligible  family  members. 

(b)  Gravesites  will  not  be  resawed. 

(c)  Gravesite  reservations  made  in 
writing  before  the  one-gravesite-per- 
familyunit  policy  was  established  will 
remain  in  effect  as  long  as  the  reservee 
remains  eligible  for  burial  in  Arlington. 

§  553.19  Disintnments. 

(a)  Interments  in  Arllngtmi  National 
Cemetery  of  eligible  decedents  are  con¬ 
sidered  permanent  and  final,  and  disin¬ 
terments  will  be  permitted  only  for 
cogent  reasons.  Disinterments  and  re¬ 
moval  of  remains  will  be  an>roved  only 
when  all  living  close  relatives  of  the  dece¬ 
dent  give  their  written  consent  or  when 
a  court  order  directs  the  disinterment. 

(b)  All  requests  for  authority  to  dis¬ 
inter  remains  will  include  the  following 
information: 

(1 )  A  full  statement  of  reasons  for  the 
pimsosed  disinterment. 
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(2)  Notarized  statements  by  all  close 
living  relatives  of  the  decedent  that  they 
interpose  no  objection  to  the  proposed 
disinterment.  “Close  relatives”  are  widow 
or  widower,  parents,  adult  brothers  and 
sisters,  and  adult  children  of  the  dece¬ 
dent  and  will  include  the  person  who  di¬ 
rected  the  initial  Interment,  if  living, 
even  though  the  legal  relationship  of 
that  person  to  the  decedent  may  have 
changed. 

(3)  A  sworn  statement  by  a  person 
who  knows  that  those  who  supplied  af¬ 
fidavits  comprise  all  the  living  close  rela¬ 
tives  of  the  deceased,  including  the  per¬ 
son  who  directed  the  initial  interment. 

(c)  In  lieu  of  the  documents  required, 
an  order  of  a  court  of  competent  juris¬ 
diction  will  be  recognized.  The  Depart¬ 
ment  of  the  Army  or  oflBcials  of  the  ceme¬ 
tery  should  not  be  made  a  party  or  par¬ 
ties  to  the  court  action  since  this  is  a 
matter  that  concerns  the  family  mem¬ 
bers  involved. 

(d)  Any  disinterment  that  may  be  au¬ 
thorized  under  this  paragraph  must  be 
accomplished  without  expense  to  the 
Government. 

§  553.20  Headstones  and  markers. 

All  graves  in  Army  national  cemeteries 
will  be  appropriately  marked  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  24  U.S.C.  279.  Government 
headstones  and  markers  are  provided  by 
the  Veterans  Administration  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  the  provisions  of  the  National 
Cemeteries  Act  of  1973.  When  requested 
by  the  next  of  kin,  an  appropriate  memo¬ 
rial  headstone  or  marker  will  be  fur¬ 
nished  by  the  Veterans  Administration 
and  erected  by  cemetery  personnel  in  a 
memorial  section  of  the  cemetery  which 
has  been  set  aside  for  this  purpose.  Head¬ 
stones  will  be  of  white  marble,  upright 
slab  design. 

§  553.21  Monuments  and  inscriptions  at 
private  expense. 

(a)  The  erection  of  markers  and  mon¬ 
uments  at  private  expense  to  mark 
graves  in  lieu  of  Government  headstones 
and  markers  is  permitted  only  in  sections 
of  Arlington  National  Cemetery  in  which 
private  monuments  and  markers  were 
authorized  as  of  1  January  1947.  ITiese 
monuments  will  be  of  simple  design,  dig¬ 
nified,  and  appropriate  to  a  military 
cemetery.  The  name  of  the  person  (s) 
or  the  name  of  an  organization,  frater¬ 
nity,  or  society  responsible  for  the  pur¬ 
chase  and  erection  of  the  marker  will  not 
be  permitted  on  the  marker  or  an3rwhere 
else  in  the  cemetery.  Approval  for  the 
erection  of  a  private  monument  will  be 
given  with  the  understanding  that  the 
purchaser  will  make  provision  for  its  fu¬ 
ture  maintenance  in  the  event  repairs 
are  necessary.  The  Department  of  the 
Army  will  not  be  liable  for  maintenance 
of  or  damage  of  the  monument. 

(b)  Where  a  mcxiument  has  been 
erected  to  an  individual  interred  in  Ar¬ 
lington  National  Cemetery  and  the  next 
of  kin  desires  to  have  inscribed  on  it  the 
name  and  appropriate  data  pertaining 
to  a  deceased  spouse,  parent,  son,  daugh¬ 
ter,  brother,  or  sister  whose  remains 
have  not  been  recoverd  and  who  would 
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have  been  eligible  in  their  own  right  for 
burial  in  Arlington,  such  inscriptions 
may  be  incised  on  the  monument  at  no 
expense  to  the  Government.  The  words 
“In  Memoriam”  or  “In  Memory  Of”  are 
mandatory  elements  of  these  inscrip¬ 
tions. 

(c)  Except  as  may  be  authorized  for 
marking  group  burials,  ledger  monu¬ 
ments  of  freestanding  cross  design,  nar¬ 
row  shafts,  mausoleums,  or  overgroimd 
vaults  are  prohibited.  Underground 
vaults  may  be  placed  at  private  expense, 
if  desired,  at  the  time  of  interment. 

(d)  Specific  instructions  concerning 
private  monuments  and  maricers  are  con- 
tamed  m  TM  10-287. 

§  553.22  ViMtors  ruled  for4he  Arlington 
National  Cemetery. 

(a)  Purpose.  The  regulations  of  this 
section  define  the  standards  of  ccmduct 
required  of  all  visitors  to  the  Artlngton 
National  Cemetery,  Arlmgton,  Va.  Ap¬ 
plicable  Army  regulations  and  directives 
should  be  consulted  for  all  other  matters 
not  within  the  scope  of  this  section. 

(b)  Scope.  Pursuant  to  the  Federal 
Property  and  Admmistrative  Services 
Act  of  1949  (63  Stat.  377),  as  amended, 
and  the  Act  of  June  1,  1948  (  62  Stat. 
281),  as  amended,  and  based  upon  the 
delegation  of  authority  from  the  Admin¬ 
istrator,  General  Services  Admmistra- 
tion,  this  section  applies  to  all  Federal 
property  within  the  charge  and  control 
of  the  Supermtendent,  Arlington  Na¬ 
tional  Cemetery,  and  to  all  persons  Mi¬ 
tering  m  or  on  such  property.  Any  per¬ 
son  who  violates  any  of  the  rules  set  out 
in  paragraphs  (c),  (d),  (e),  and  (f)  of 
this  section  shall  be  subject  to  prosecu¬ 
tion  before  a  U.S.  Commissioner  or  a 
Judge  of  the  District  Court  of  the  United 
States  under  the  terms  of  the  Act  of 
June  1,  1948,  chapter  359  (62  Stat.  281; 
40  U.S.C.  318) ,  as  amended. 

(c)  Visitors  hours.  Visitors  hours  shall 
be  established  by  the  Superintendent  and 
posted  m  conspicuous  places.  Unless 
otherwise  posted  or  announced  by  the 
SupermtendMit,  visitors  will  be  admitted 
during  the  following  hours:  October 
through  March — 8  a.m.  through  5  p.m.: 
April  through  September — 8  a.m.  through 
7  p.m.  It  is  unlawful  to  enter  or  remam 
m  the  cemetery  beyond  the  time  estab¬ 
lished  by  the  posted  visitors  hours. 

(d)  Destruction  or  removal  of  prop¬ 
erty.  It  is  unlawful  to  willfully  destroy, 
damage,  mutilate,  or  remove  any  monu¬ 
ment  gravestone,  or  other  structure,  or 
to  willfully  destroy,  damage,  mutilate,  or 
remove  any  tree,  shrub,  or  plant  located 
withm  the  cemetery  grounds. 

(e)  Conduct  within  the  cemetery.  Since 
the  Arlington  National  Cemetery  is  a 
shrine  to  the  honored  dead  of  the  Armed 
Forces  of  the  United  States  and  since  cer¬ 
tain  acts,  appropriate  elsewhere,  are  not 
empropriate  in  the  Arlington  National 
Cemetery,  all  visitors  are  expected  to  ob¬ 
serve  proper  standards  of  decorum  and 
decency  while  within  the  cemetery 
grounds.  In  this  regard,  it  is  unlawful  to: 

(1)  Conduct  any  service.  cerMnony,  or 
demonstration  within  the  CMnetery  ex- 
CM>t  those  approved  by  the  Superintend¬ 


ent  in  accordance  with  the  rules  estab¬ 
lished  in  Technical  Manual  10-287; 

(2)  Engage  in  any  picketing  or  similar 
conduct  within  the  cMnetery  grounds; 

(3)  Engage  in  any  orations  or  similar 
conduct  to  assembled  groups  of  people, 
unless  the  oratiMi  is  part  of  an  author¬ 
ized  funeral  or  memorial  service; 

(4)  Display  any  placards,  banners,  or 
foreign  flags  within  the  cemetery 
grounds,  unless  the  same  is  approved  by 
the  Superintendent  and  is  part  of  an  au¬ 
thorized  funeral  or  memorial  service; 

(5)  Engage  in  any  disorderly  ccmduct 
within  the  cemetery  grounds.  For  pur¬ 
pose  of  this  section  a  person  shaU  be 
guilty  of  disorderly  conduct  if,  with  pur¬ 
pose  to  cause  public  inccmvenience,  an¬ 
noyance  or  alarm,  or  with  knowledge 
that  he  is  likely  to  cause  public  incon¬ 
venience,  annoyance,  or  alarm,  he : 

(i)  Engages  in  fighting,  or  in  threat¬ 
ening,  violent,  or  tumultuous  behavior; 

(ii)  Makes  unreasonable  noise  or 
coarse  utterance,  gesture,  or  display,  or 
addresses  abusive  language  to  any  person 
present;  or 

(iii)  Otherwise  creates  a  hazardous 
or  physically  offensive  cemdition  by  any 
act  which  serves  no  legitimate  purpose 
of  the  actor. 

(f)  Soliciting  and  vending.  It  is  un¬ 
lawful  to  display  or  distribute  commer¬ 
cial  advertising  or  to  solicit  business 
within  the  cemetery  grounds. 

|PR  Doc.77-l42a8  PUed  5-18-77; 8; 45  am] 


Title  39 — Postal  Service 

CHAPTER  III — POSTAL  RATE 
COMMISSION 

fOrder  No.  183;  Docket  No.  RM  77-3] 

PART  3001— RULES  OF  PRACTICE 

Public  Attendance  at  Meetings  of  the 
Postal  Rate  Commission  and  Ex  Parte 
Communications 

May  12,  1977. 

AGENCry :  Postal  Rate  Commission. 
ACTION:  Final  rules. 

SUMMARY:  The  changes  to  the  rules, 
as  proposed  by  the  notice  issued  April  13, 
1977  (42  FR  20639,  April  21,  1977) .  are 
being  adopted.  They  provide  f(M-  the  dele¬ 
gation,  in  the  absence  of  the  General 
Counsel,  of  the  General  Counsel’s  re¬ 
sponsibility  for  certifying  that  a  Com¬ 
mission  meeting  may  be  properly  closed ; 
add  a  provision  affording  a  person  an 
opportimity  to  request  the  Crmimission 
to  review  its  decision  to  open  or  close  an 
impending  meeting;  and  expand  the  rule 
governing  payment  of  fees  for  duplica¬ 
tion  of  records  to  include  documents  fur¬ 
nished  pursuant  to  the  Sunshine  Act.  In 
addition,  the  restriction  against  elec¬ 
tronically  recording  or  photographing 
meetings  open  to  the  public  is  being 
removed. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  May  31,  1977. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CON¬ 
TACT: 

Barbara  Weller,  Advisory  AtUumey. 
Office  of  Uie  Gcmeral  Counsel.  Postal 
Rate  Commission,  Washington,  D.C. 
20268  (202-254-3840).' 
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SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 
By  noUce  dated  April  13.  1977  (42  FR 
20639).  the  Postal  Rate  Commission  ini¬ 
tiated  a  rulemaking  proceeding  to  amend 
certain  sections  of  39  CFR  Part  3001. 
Subpart  A.  to  incorporate  modifications 
and  additions  to  the  rules  the  Commis¬ 
sion  SMli^ted  ’  to  implement  the  open 
meeting  requirements  of  section  3(a)  of 
the  Government  in  the  Simshine  Act 
(Pub.  L.  94-409).  The  clianges  to  the 
rules  were  proposed  to  provide  for  the 
delegation,  in  the  absence  of  the  General 
Counsel,  of  the  General  Counsel's  re¬ 
sponsibility  for  certifying  that  a  Com¬ 
mission  meeting  may  be  properly  closed ; 
to  expand  the  rule  governing  payment  of 
fees  for  duplication  of  records  to  include 
documents  furnished  pursuant  to  the 
Sunshine  Act;  *  and  to  add  a  provision 
affording  a  person  an  opportunity  to  re¬ 
quest  the  Commission  to  review  its  deci¬ 
sion  to  open  or  close  an  impending 
meeting. 

There  were  no  comments  received  in 
response  to  the  publication  of  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  proposed  rulemaking.  The 
Commission  has  determined  it  should 
incorporate  the  proposed  modifications 
and  additions  in  the  original  rules.  In 
addition,  the  Commission  is  further 
amending  the  rules  to  remove  the 
restriction  against  photographing  or 
electronically  recording  meetings  open 
to  the  public.  However,  the  latter  amend¬ 
ment  is  being  adopt^  herein  without 
undertaking  the  usual  “notice  and  com¬ 
ment”  procedure  as  prescribed  by  5 
U.S.C.  553  inaismuch  as  the  Commission 
believes  that  it  is  unnecessary  and  not 
in  the  public  interest  to  do  so.*  The 
amendment  relieves  a  restriction  on  the 
public  contained  in  the  rules  as  originally 
adopted.  Accordingly,  it  is  unlikely  there 
would  be  any  adverse  comments  received 
if  the  notice  of  change  were  published. 
Moreover,  it  is  in  the  public  interest  to 
minimize  the  delay  in  permitting  the 
additional  freedom  in  Commission  meet¬ 
ings  which  this  change  would  afford  the 
public. 

Fees  for  duplication  of  documents 
under  the  Sunshine  Act.  The  Commission 
is  amending  S  3001.42(c)  (4)  of  the  cur¬ 
rent  rules  of  practice  and  procedures  by 
adding  documents  furnished  pursuant 
to  the  Sunshine  Act  to  the  provision  for 
payment  of  fees  for  duplication.  The 
Sunshine  Act  specifies  that  copies  of 
minutes  or  transcripts  of  meetings  shall 
be  furnished  to  any  person  at  the  actual 
cost  of  duplicaUon  (5  U.S.C.  552b(f )  (2) ) , 
which  is  currently  15  cents  per  page  in 
the  Commission’s  Public  Information 
Room.  Paragraph  (c)  (4)  of  I  3001.42  also 
provides  that  the  fee  may  be  waived  or 
reduced  when  the  Commission  deter¬ 
mines  it  is  In  the  public  interest. 


>42  FR  13387  (1977). 

■S  IX.S.C.  563(B)  provides  an  exception  to 
the  "notice  and  conunent"  procedure  •••  •  • 
when  the  agency  for  good  cause  finds  (and 
Incorporates  the  finding  and  a  brief  state¬ 
ment  of  reasons  therefor  In  the  rules  Issued) 
that  notice  and  public  procedure  thereon 
are  impracticable,  unnecessary,  or  contrary 
to  the  public  interest." 


Delegation  of  the  General  Counsel’s 
certification.  'The  Commission  also  is 
amending  S  3001.43(f)  (1)  in  order  to 
provide  for  the  delegation  of  the  General 
Counsel’s  responsibility  to  certify  that 
in  his  or  her  opinion  a  Commission  meet¬ 
ing  may  be  closed  pursuant  to  an  exemp¬ 
tion  whenever  the  General  Counsel  is 
unavailable.  The  senior  advisory  Assist¬ 
ant  General  Counsel  available  has  been 
designated  to  act  in  the  General  Coun¬ 
sel’s  absence.  The  Conunission  believes 
the  amendment  will  help  assure  the 
proper  functioning  of  the  rules  under  the 
Sunshine  Act  when  the  General  Counsel 
is  unavailable. 

Commission  review  of  requests  to  open 
or  close  a  meeting.  The  new  paragraph 
(g)  to  1  3001.43  contains  procedures 
which  permit  any  person  to  request  the 
Commission  to  open  or  close  a  meeting 
once  the  Commission  has  announced  a 
contrary  determination.  The  procedures 
have  been  patterned  upon  those  adopted 
by  other  independent  regulatory  agen¬ 
cies  in  conjunction  with  their  adoption 
of  rules  implementing  the  Sunshine  Act. 

The  (Commission  believes  it  is  advis¬ 
able  to  incorporate  an  agency  appeal 
provision  in  order  to  afford  individuals 
an  opportimity  to  present  the  Commis¬ 
sion  with  an  opposing  view  and  request 
reconsideration  of  the  Cc»nmlssion’s 
determination.  Implementation  of  the 
additional  procedure  would  be  advisable 
for  two  reasons:  (1)  It  might  serve  to 
avert  an  unnecessary  complaint  being 
filed  in  federal  district  court  if  the  dis¬ 
agreement  can  be  resolved  at  the  ad¬ 
ministrative  level;  and  (2)  if  the 
disagreement  cannot  be  so  resolved,  the 
process  of  pursuing  administrative 
remedies  would  better  refine  and  focus 
the  parties’  positions  prior  to  the  filing 
of  a  suit. 

Removal  of  restrictions  on  pho¬ 
tographing  or  electronically  recording 
Commission  meetings  by  the  public.  In  a 
letter  of  April  19,  1977,  Ms.  Barbara 
Allen  Babcock.  Assistant  Attorney  Gen¬ 
eral.  Civil  Division,  Department  of  Jus¬ 
tice.  suggested  that  agencies  subject  to 
the  Sunshine  Act  consider  amending 
their  rules  to  the  extent  that  their  rules 
do  not  permit  members  of  the  public  to 
take  notes  and  photographs  or  make 
sound  recordings  of  agency  meetings  in 
a  non-obtrusive  manner.  Ms.  Babcock 
states  that  those  activities  “•  •  •  will 
enhance  the  public’s  ability  to  observe 
meetings  smd  still  permit  the  agency’s 
business  to  proceed.” 

Under  the  current  r\iles  of  the  Com¬ 
mission.  persons  attending  meetings 
open  to  the  public  are  not  permitted 
“  •  *  ’to  participate  nor  to  record  any 
of  the  discussions  by  means  of  electronic 
devices,  or  cameras.”*  In  view  of  Ms. 
Babcock’s  recommendation,  the  Com¬ 
mission  has  determined  that  its  rules 
should  be  amended  to  make  them  con¬ 
sistent  with  the  policy  of  augmenting 
the  public’s  opportimity  to  observe 
meetings  while  maintaining  the  ability 
of  the  agency  to  carry  out  its  responsl- 


*39  CFR  3001.43(a). 


bllities.  In  that  (xmnecticm,  paragraph 

(a)  of  §  3001.43  is  being  revis^  to  per¬ 
mit  members  of  the  public  to  attend 
open  meetings  and  eleikronically  record 
the  proceedings  provided  they  use 
battery-operated  devices  at  their  seats. 
In  addition,  cameras  may  be  used  by 
observers  to  photograph  proceedings 
provided  it  Is  done  from  their  seats  and 
no  flash  or  lighting  equipment  is  used. 
However,  none  of  the  permitted  activity 
may  interfere  with  the  conduct  of  busi¬ 
ness  by  the  members  of  the  Commission 
w  other  persons’  ability  to  observe,  or 
to  record  or  photograph,  the  meeting.* 

Accordingly,  in  consideration  of  the 
foregoing  findings.  Part  3001  of  Chap¬ 
ter  in  of  Title  39  of  the  Code  of  Federal 
Regulations  is  amended,  effective 
May  31.  1977,  as  follows: 

1.  Amend  the  first  sentence  of  para¬ 
graph  (c)(4)  of  $  3001.42  to  read  as 
follows : 

§  3001.42  Public  information  and  rc> 

*  •  •  •  • 

(c)  •  •  • 

(4)  Fees.  Documents  furnished  pur¬ 
suant  to  the  Freedom  of  Information 
Act  of  the  Government  in  the  Sunshine 
Act  shall  be  subject  to  a  fee  of  15  cents 
a  page  to  meet  the  costs  of  duplica¬ 
tion.  •  *  • 

*  0  •  »  • 

2.  Amend  S  3001.43  by  making  the  fol¬ 

lowing  changes : 

(a)  Revise  $  3001.43(a)  to  read  as 
follows: 

(b)  Amend  the  first  sentence  of 
$  3001.43(f)  (1)  to  read  as  follows: 

(c)  Add  a  new  paragraph  (g)  to  read 
as  follows: 

§  3001.43  Public  attendance  at  Commis¬ 
sion  meetings. 

(a)  Open  Commission  meetings.  (D 
Commissioners  shall  not  jointly  conduct 
or  dispose  of  agency  business  other  than 
in  accordance  with  this  section.  Except 
as  provided  in  paragraph  (c)  of  this 
section,  every  portion  of  every  meeting 
of  the  Commission  shall  be  open  to  pub¬ 
lic  observation.  Access  to  documents  be¬ 
ing  considered  at  Commission  meetings 
shall  be  obtained  in  the  manner  set  forth 
in  $  3001.42. 

(2)  Members  of  the  public  may  not 
participate  in  open  meetings.  They  may 
record  the  proceedings,  provided  they 
use  battery-operated  recording  devices 
at  their  seats.  Cameras  may  be  used 
by  observers  to  photograph  proceedings, 
provided  it  is  done  from  their  seats  and 
no  flash  or  lighting  equipment  is  used. 
Persons  may  electronically  record  or, 
photograph  a  meeting,  as  long  as  such 
activity  does  not  impede  or  disturb  the 
members  of  the  the  Commission  in  the 
performance  of  their  duties,  or  mem¬ 
bers  of  the  public  attempting  to  observe. 


*  Observers  should  thus  refrain  from  using 
any  noisy  equipment  (e.g..  motor-drtVe 
cameras)  which  is  likely  to  Interfere  either 
with  the  meeting  or  with  another  observer’s 
making  a  recording. 
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or  to  record  or  photc^^raph,  the  Commis¬ 
sion  meeting. 

•  •  •  •  • 

(f)  Certification  of  closed  meetings; 
transcripts,  electronic  recordings,  and 
minutes.  O)  Before  any  meeting  to  be 
closed  pursuant  to  paragraphs  (c)(1) 
through  (c)(10)  of  this  section,  the 
General  Counsel  of  the  Commission,  or 
in  the  General  Counsel’s  absence,  the 
senior  advisory  Assistant  General  CToim- 
sel  available,  should  publicly  certify 
that,  in  his  or  her  opinion,  the  meeting 
may  be  closed  to  the  public  and  shall 
state  each  relevant  exemptive  provision. 
•  •  • 

•  •  «  #  • 

(g)  Requests  to  open  or  close  Com¬ 
mission  meetings.  (1)  (i)  Any  person 
may  request  in  writing  that  the  Commis¬ 
sion  open  to  public  observation  discus¬ 
sion  of  a  matter  which  it  has  earlier  de¬ 
cided  to  close. 

(ii)  Such  requests  shall  be  cap¬ 
tioned  “Request  to  open  _ 

(date)  Commission  meeting  on  item 

- (number  or  description).’’ 

The  request  shall  state  the  reason (s) 
therefor,  the  name  and  address  of  the 
perscHi  making  the  request  and,  if  de¬ 
sired,  a  telephone  number. 

(iii)  Ten  cc^iics  of  such  requests 
must  be  received  by  the  Office  of  the 
Secretary  no  later  than  three  working 
days  after  the  issuance  of  the  Notice  of 
Meeting  to  which  the  request  pertains. 
Requests  received  after  that  time  will  be 
returned  to  the  requester  with  a  state¬ 
ment  that  the  request  was  xmtimely  re¬ 
ceived  and  that  copies  of  any  nonexempt 
portions  of  the  transcript  or  minutes  for 
the  meeting  in  question  will  ordinarily 
be  available  in  the  Office  of  Public  In¬ 
formation  ten  working  days  after  the 
meeting. 

(2)  (1)  Any  person  whose  interests 
may  be  directly  affected  may  request  in 
writing  that  the  Commission  close  to 
public  observation  discussion  of  a  mat¬ 
ter  which  it  has  earlier  decided  to  open 
*is  provided  for  in  paragraph  (d)  (2)  of 
this  section. 

(ii)  Such  requests  shall  be  capticmed 

“Request  to  CHose _  (date) 

CTommission  meeting  on  item _ 

'number  or  description) ,’’  shall  state  toe 
reason  (s)  therefor,  toe  name  and  ad¬ 
dress  of  toe  person  making  toe  request 
and,  if  desired,  a  telephone  number. 

(iii)  Ten  copies  of  such  reauests  should 
be  filed  with  toe  Office  of  toe  Secretarv 
as  soon  as  possible  after  the  issuance  of 
toe  Notice  of  Meeting  to  which  the  re¬ 
quest  pertains.  A  single  copy  of  the  re-  - 
quest  will  be  accepted.  Requests  to  close 
meetings  must  be  received  by  toe  Office 
of  toe  Secretary  no  later  than  toe  time 
scheduled  for  toe  meeting  to  which  such 
request  pertains. 

(3)  The  Secretary  shall  retain  one 
copy  of  timely  requests  and  forward  one 
cony  to  each  Monber,  one  copy  to  toe 
Interested  Office,  and  two  c(^ies  to  toe 
D(x;ket  Section,  one  for  entry  in  the  ap- 
pr(H>rlate  docket  file,  if  any.  and  one  to 
be  posted  on  toe  Public  Notice  Board  lo¬ 


cated  in  that  section  as  an  attachment 
to  toe  Notice  of  Meeting  to  which  it  per¬ 
tains. 

(4)  Pleadings  replying  to  requests  to 
open  or  close  shall  not  be  accepted. 

(5)  Any  Member  may  require  that  toe 
Commission  vote  upon  the  request  to 
open  or  close.  If  toe  request  is  supported 
by  toe  votes  of  a  majority  of  toe  agency 
membership,  notice  of  change  in  meet¬ 
ing  shall  be  issued  and  toe  Secretary 
shall  immediately  notify  the  requester 
and,  before  toe  close  of  business  toe 
next  working  day,  have  posted  such  vote 
and  other  material  required  by  para¬ 
graphs  (d)  and  (e)  of  this  section  on  toe 
Commission’s  Public  Notice  Board. 

(6)  If  no  Commission  Member  re¬ 
quests  that  a  vote  be  taken  on  a  request 
to  open  or  close  a  Commission  meeting, 
toe  Secretary  shall  by  toe  close  of  toe 
next  working  date  after  the  meeting  to 
which  such  request  pertains  -certify  that 
no  vote  was  taken.  ’The  Secretary  shall 
forward  one  copy  of  that  certification  to 
toe  requester  and  two  copies  of  that  cer¬ 
tification  to  toe  Docket  Section,  one  to 
be  placed  in  the  appropriate  Docket  file, 
if  any,  and  one  to  posted  on  toe  Pub¬ 
lic  Notice  Board,  where  it  will  be  dis¬ 
played  for  one  week. 

(3S  n.S.C.  3603.  84  SUt.  786;  5  UJ3.C.  652b 
(g).  90  Stat.  1346:  6  U.S.C.  563.  80  Stet.  383.) 

By  the  Commission. 

Davh)  F.  Harris. 

Secretary. 

I FR  Doc.77-14339  Filed  6-ie-77:8.-45  sm] 

Title  40 — Protection  of  Environment 

CHAPTER  I— ENVIRONMENTAL 
PROTECTION  AGENCY 
SUBCHAPTER  C-^IR  PROGRAMS 

[FRL  727-1) 

PART  52— APPROVAL  AND  PROMULGA¬ 
TION  OF  IMPLEMENTATION  PLANS 

Massachusetts  Revision 

AGENCY :  Environmental  Protection 
Agency. 

ACTION:  Pinal  rule. 

SUMMARY :  ’This  approval  of  a  revision 
to  toe  Massachusetts  Implementation 
Plan  permits  James  River  Associates. 
Inc.,  and  a  part  of  Fitchburg  Paper  Com¬ 
pany,  Fitchburg,  Massachusetts  (located 
in  toe  Central  Massachusetts  Intrastate 
Air  Quality  Control  Region) ,  to  bum  2.2 
percent  sulfur  content  fuel  oil  during 
seven  months  of  toe  year,  April  through 
October.  During  the  five-month  heating 
season,  November  through  March,  they 
will  be  limited  to  burning  fud  oil  with 
a  sulfur  content  not  in  excess  of  1  per¬ 
cent.  All  sources  l(x»ited  in  Fitchburg 
presently  bum  1  percmt  sulfur  content 
fuel  oil.  ’The  Massachusetts  D^artment 
of  Environmental  Quality  E^ineering 
sulunltted  this  revision  pursuant  to  a 
state  law  which  requires  periodic  review 
of  the  Implanentation  Plan  to  determine 
if  any  of  toe  regulations  are  more  strin¬ 
gent  than  necessary  to  attain  and  main¬ 
tain  National  Ambient  Air  Quality 
Standards. 


EFFECTIVE  DA’TE:  May  19,  1977. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMA’TION  CON¬ 
TACT: 

Air  Branch.  Environmental  Protection 

Agency,  J.  F.  Kennedy  Federal  Bldg., 

Bostcm,  MA  02203  (  617-223-5609). 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 
On  May  31. 1972  (37  FR  10872)  pursuant 
to  Section  110  of  the  Clean  Air  Act  and 
to  40  cm  Part  51,  toe  Administxator 
approved,  with  exceptions,  toe  Massa¬ 
chusetts  Implementation  Plan  for  the 
attainment  of  National  Ambient  Air 
Quality  Standards  (NAAQS). 

On  March  9,  1977  there  was  published 
in  the  Federal  Register  (42  FR  13128) 
a  proposal  for  a  change  in  the  sulfur 
cimtent  of  fuel  burned  by  large  fossil 
fuel  burning  sources  in  toe  city  of  Fitch¬ 
burg,  Massachusetts.  The  City  of  Fitch¬ 
burg  is  located  in  the  Central  Massa¬ 
chusetts  Intrastate  Air  Quality  Control 
Region  (toe  “AQCR”). 

A  prior  revision  to  toe  Massachusetts 
State  Implementaticm  Plan  (SIP)  far 
this  AQCR,  which  relsjced  sulfur  limi- 
tatiims  for  large  fossil  fuel  burning 
sources  in  toe  AQCR,  was  approved  by 
EPA  on  Febmary  15,  1977  (42  FR  9176). 
Excluded  from  this  revision,  however, 
were  the  cities  of  Fitchburg  and 
Worcester,  which  remained  subject  tb 
regulatkms  permitting  the  burning  of 
fossil  fuel  having  a  sulfur  contoit  not  in 
excess  of  0.55  pounds  per  million  Btu 
heat  release  potential  (approximately 
equivalent  to  1  percent  sulfur  content 
residual  fuel  oil) . 

’The  Massachusetts  Department  of 
Emviromental  Quality  Engineertng  (“the 
Massachusetts  Department*’)  submitted 
additional  Information  in  support  of  a 
seasonal  control  strategy  for  large  fos¬ 
sil  fuel  burning  sources  located  m  the 
City  of  Fitchburg.  This  strategy  allows 
fossil  fuel  users  of  over  100  million  Btu’s 
per  hour  rated  energy  input  capacity  to 
bum  fossil  fuel  having  a  sulfur  content 
not  in  excess  of  1.21  pounds  per  million 
Btu  heat  release  potential  (approxi¬ 
mately  equivalent  to  2J2  percent  sulfur 
content  residual  fuel  oil)  during  7 
months  of  toe  year,  April  through  Oc¬ 
tober.  During  the  5-month  heating  sea¬ 
son,  November  through  March,  these 
sources  would  burn  fuel  oil  with  a  sulfur 
content  not  in  excess  of  0.55  pounds  per 
million  Btu  heat  release  potential  (ap¬ 
proximately  equivalent  to  1  percent  sul¬ 
fur  content  residual  fuel  oil).  All  other 
sources  in  Fitchburg  would  be  limited 
to  1  percent  sulfur  content  fuel  oil  year 
round. 

’Technical  support  documentation  was 
submitted  by  toe  Massachusetts  Depart¬ 
ment  for  the  four  sources  in  Fitchburg 
of  tl.e  size  category  under  consideration : 
James  River  Associates,  Inc.,  Fitchburg 
Paper  Compemy,  General  Electric  Com¬ 
pany.  and  Fitchburg  Gas  and  Electric 
Company.  Based  upcm  toe  Massachu¬ 
setts  Department’s  submittal  and  addi¬ 
tional  modeling  performed  by  EPA  to 
evaluate  the  strategy,  the  analysis  by 
EPA  indicates  that  the  2.2  percent  sul¬ 
fur  content  fud  oil  could  be  burned  by 
Fitchburg  Paper  Company  only  in  those 
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boilers  which  emit  through  the  55  meter 
stack,  and  by  James  River  Associates. 
Inc.,  without  violations  of  NAAQS  for 
sulfur  dioxide. 

During  the  30>day  comment  period, 
comments  were  received  from  General 
EUectrlc  Company.  James  River  Asso¬ 
ciates.  Inc.,  and  the  Central  Massachu¬ 
setts  Lung  Association.  General  Electric 
'Company  submitted  a  proposal  whereby 
they  could  be  considered  for  approval  to 
bum  a  higher  sulfur  content  fuel  oil. 
However,  further  calculations  by  EPA 
indicate  that  the  potential  for  NAAQS 
violations  still  exists.  Therefore.  General 
Electric  Company  cannot  be  approved 
for  this  revision. 

James  River  Associates.  Inc.  submitted 
comments  supporting  approval  of  the 
revision. 

The  Central  Massachusetts  Limg 
Association  questicmed  whether  the  SO¬ 
S-hour  secondary  standard  had  been 
considered  in  EPA’s  evaluation  (rf  the 
revision.  EPA’s  evaluation  shows  that 
none  of  the  sources  being  approved  to 
bum  the  higher  sulfur  content  fuel  Is 
predicted  to  cause  or  contribute  to  viola¬ 
tions  of  the  primary  or  secondary 
NAAQS  for  SO... 

No  comments  were  received  from 
Fitchburg  Gas  and  Electric,  which  must 
be  disapproved. 

In  order  to  use  the  higher  sulfur  con¬ 
tent  fuel,  the  two  approved  sources. 
James  River  Associates.  Inc.,  and  part  of 
Fitchburg  Paper  Company,  mu^  first 
receive  a  permit  from  the  Massachusetts 
Department.  The  Massachusetts  Depart¬ 
ment  has  the  authority  to  require  the 
establishment  of  a  network  of  total  sus¬ 
pended  particulate  (TSP)  and  continu¬ 
ous  ambient  sulfur  dioxide  monitors  at 
specified  locations  in  the  vicinitv  of  the 
facility  eligible  to  bum  higher  sulfur 
content  fuel.  The  Massachusetts  Depart¬ 
ment  will  take  all  actions  necessary  to 
assure  maintenance  of  the  NAAQS.  in¬ 
cluding  requiring  the  approved  sources  to 
return  permanently  to  burning  lower 
sulfur  fuel  if  there  are  any  recorded 
violations  of  SO-  standards  in  the 
vicinitv  of  the  facility. 

Further,  neither  of  the  approved 
sources  will  be  permitted  to  c<mtinue 
burning  higher  sulfur  content  fuel  if  the 
source  has  particulate  emissions  in  ex¬ 
cess  of  the  emission  limitation  estab¬ 
lished  for  it  in  the  SIP.  This  determina¬ 
tion  will  be  made  from  stack  emission 
testing  which  is  a  condition  of  the 
Mnssachusetts  Department  permit  for 
all  sources. 

Although  an  increase  in  particulate 
emissions  will  likely  occur  with  the  in¬ 
crease  in  the  sulfur  content  of  fuel.  EPA 
has  determined  that  neither  of  the 
sources  being  approved  to  bum  the  higher 
sulfur  content  fuel  will  exacerbate  the 
existing  particulate  problem  in  AQCR. 
nor  will  they  cause  violations  of  NAAQS 
for  particulates. 

After  evaluation  of  the  State’s  sub¬ 
mittal.  the  Administrator  has  deter¬ 
mined  that  the  Massachusetts  revision 
meets  the  requirements  of  the  Clean 
Air  Act  and  40  CFR  Part  51.  Accordingly. 


this  revision  is  approved  as  a  revision  to 
the  Massachusetts  Implementation  Plan. 

The  Agency  finds  good  cause  exists 
for  making  this  actim  effective  May  19, 
1977,  for  the  following  reasons: 

1.  The  Implementation  Plan  revision 
is  already  in  effect  imder  State  Law  and 
EIPA  approval  imposes  no  additional  reg¬ 
ulatory  burdens. 

2.  Immediate  effectiveness  of  the  ac¬ 
tions  enables  the  sources  involved  to 
proceed  with  certainty  in  ccxiducting 
their  affairs. 

(Sec.  nO(a)  of  the  Clean  Air  Act,  as  amended, 
use.  {  1857c-J5(a).) 

Dated-  May  12.  1977. 

Douglas  M.  Costle. 

Administrator. 

Part  52  of  Chapter  1.  Title  40.  Code 
of  Federal  Regulations,  is  amended  as 
follows: 

Subpart  W — Massachusetts 

1.  Section  52.1120,  paragraph  <c)  is 
amended  by  adding  paragraph  (11)  as 
follows : 

§  52.1120  Identification  of  plan. 

#  •  •  •  • 

(c>  The  plan  revisions  listed  below 
were  submitted  on  the  dates  specified. 

0  0  0  0  9 

(11)  Regulation  5.1,  Sulfur  Content  of 
Fuels  and  Control  Thereof,  for  the  Cen¬ 
tral  Massachusetts  Air  Pollution  Control 
District  (revised  and  adopted  by  the 
Massachusetts  Department  of  Environ¬ 
mental  Quality  Engineering  on  March 
29.  1976.  with  specific  provisions  for  the 
City  of  Fitchburg)  submitted  on  June  25. 
1976.  by  the  Secretary  of  Environmental 
Affairs. 

2.  Section  52.1126.  paragraph  (c)  is  re¬ 
vised  to  read  as  follows: 

§  52.1126  Control  stratcicy:  Sulfur 
oxide*. 

«  •  •  •  • 

(c>  Massachusetts  Regulation  5.1 
which  allows  a  relaxation  of  sulfur  in 
fuel  limitations  for  the  Central  Massa¬ 
chusetts  Air  Pollution  Control  District, 
except  in  the  City  of  Worcester,  is  ap¬ 
proved  except  as  to  the  following  sources 
which  remain  subject  to  the  previously 
approved  requirements  of  Regulation  5.1 
which  stiuulates  that  sources  are  permit¬ 
ted  to  bum  fossil  fuel  having  a  sulfur 
content  not  in  excess  of  0.55  pounds  per 
million  Btu  heat  release  potential  (ap¬ 
proximately  eouivalent  to  1  percent  sul¬ 
fur  content  residual  fuel  oil  by  weight) : 

Borden.  Incorporated.  Chemical  Division. 

Leominster.  Massachusetts. 

The  Pelters  C^ompany,  Millbury,  Massachu¬ 
setts. 

Part  of  Fitchburg  Paper  Company,  (boilers 
serving  the  23  meter  stacks),  Fitchburg, 
Massachusetts. 

Fitchburg  Oas  and  Oectrle  Company,  Fitch¬ 
burg,  Massachusetts. 

Oeneral  Electric  Company,  Fitchburg,  Mas¬ 
sachusetts. 

Whitten  Machine  Works,  WhitinsvUle.  Mas¬ 
sachusetts. 

(FR  Doc  77-14229  Filed  6-18-77:8:46  am| 


|FRL  707-81 

PART  80— REGULATION  OF  FUELS  AND 
FUEL  ADDITIVES 

State  and  Local  Governments  Permitted  to 
Control  Certain  Aspects 

AGENCY :  Elnvironmental  Protection 
Agency. 

ACmoN:  Final  rule. 

SUMMARY :  This  rule  clarifies  EPA’s  in¬ 
tention  that  its  regulations  for  the 
phased  reduction  of  lead  additives  in 
motor  gasolines  do  not  preempt  State  or 
local  governments  from  controlling  other 
aspects  of  fuel  and  additives  used  in  mo¬ 
tor  gasolines.  This  clarification  results 
from  a  recent  U.S.  Court  of  Appeals  de¬ 
cision  which  held  that  EPA’s  regulations 
preempted  New  York  City’s  regulation 
limiting  the  vapor  pressure  of  gasoline. 
The  effect  of  this  rule  will  be  to  permit 
State  or  local  governments  to  regulate 
fuels  and  additives  not  explicitly  regu¬ 
lated  by  EPA. 

DATES:  Rule  is  effective  on  May  19. 
1977. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CON- 
TACrr: 

Donald  F.  Walters.  Office  of  Air  Qual¬ 
ity  Planning  and  Standards  (MD-11). 
Environmental  Protection  Agency,  Re¬ 
search  Triangle  Park,  North  Carolina 
27711,  telephone  number  919-688- 
8146,  extension  541. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMA'nON: 
On  January  17.  1977,  the  UJ3.  Court  of 
Appeals  for  the  Second  Circuit  held  that 
the  existence  of  EPA’s  regulations  for 
the  phased  reduction  of  lead  additives  in 
motor  gasolines  preempted  New  York 
City’s  regulations  limltW  lead  in  gaso¬ 
line.  The  Court  also  struck  down  New 
York  City’s  regulations  limiting  the  va¬ 
por  pressure  of  gasoline  (aimed  at  re¬ 
ducing  hydrocarbon  emissions) .  The  pre¬ 
emption  of  local  regulation  of  vapor 
pressure  was  based  on  the  Court’s  inter¬ 
pretation  that  EPA,  by  stating  in  40  CFR 
80.1  that  “Itlhls  part  prescribes  regula¬ 
tions  for  the  control  and/or  prohibition 
of  fuels  and  additives  for  use  in  motor 
vehicles  and  motor  vehicle  engines.”  had 
regulated  motor  vehicle  fuels  in  general 
and  therefore  intended  to  preempt  all 
State  or  local  regulation  of  any  aspects 
of  fuel  and  additives  for  motor  vehicles. 

Part  80  does  not  regulate  all  aspects 
of  gasoline  nor  did  EPA  intend  in  $  80.1 
to  express  its  intentions  on  preemption. 
The  quoted  words  simply  provide  the 
user  of  the  Code  of  Federal  Regulations 
with  the  general  information  that  Part 
80  relates  to  regulation  of  fuels  and  addi¬ 
tives  rather  than  to  another  subject.  In 
fact  §  80.1  was  promulgated  eleven 
months  before  the  lead  phase-down  reg¬ 
ulations  considered  by  the  Court.  In  ad¬ 
dition  to  not  regulating  aspects  of  gaso¬ 
line  other  than  lead  additives.  EPA  has 
not  made  a  finding  pursuant  to  section 
211(c)  (4)  (A)(1)  of  the  CHean  Air 
Act  that  other  controls  are  unnecessary. 
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Therefore,  to  prevent  misinterpretation 
ot  this  regulation  and  to  make  clear 
that  EJPA’s  regulations  are  not  intended 
to  preonpt  State  and  local  regulation  of 
other  aspects  of  gasoline,  the  following 
amendment  to  40  CFR  80.1  is  made.  Be¬ 
cause  of  the  clarifying  nature  ot  this 
amendment  the  Administrator  finds  good 
cause  for  omitting  an  mmecessaiy  pro¬ 
posal  and  public  comment  prior  to  publi¬ 
cation  of  this  amendment. 

(Secs.  311.  301(a).  Clean  Air  Act,  as  amended 
(42  U.8.C.  18SVf-6e.  186Tg).) 

Dated:  May  4. 1977. 

Douglas  M.  Costlk, 
Administrator. 

Part  80  of  Chapter  I,  Title  40  of  the 
Code  of  Federal  Regulations  is  amended 
to  add  to  S  80.1  a  new  paragraph  (b)  as 
follows : 

§  80.1  Scope. 

•  •  #  •  # 

(b)  Nothing  in  this  part  is  Intended  to 
preempt  the  ability  d  State  or  local  gov¬ 
ernments  to  control  or  prohibit  any  fuel 
or  additive  for  use  in  motor  vehicles  and 
motor  vddcle  engines  which  is  not  ex¬ 
plicitly  regulated  by  this  pcut. 

tm  DOC.77-143T7  FUed  5-18-77;8:45  am] 


THie  41 — Public  Contract  and  Property 
Management 

CHAPTER  9— ENERGY  RESEARCH  AND 
DEVELOPMENT  ADMINISTRATION 

{ERDA-PR  Tern.  Reg.  No.  31] 

PART  9-51— REVIEW  AND  APPROVAL  OF 
CONTRACT  ACTIONS 

Noncompetitive  Procurement 

AGENCY:  Energy  Research  and  Devel¬ 
opment  Administration. 

ACTION:  Tonporary  Regulation  No,  31. 

SUMMARY:  ERDA  Temporary  Regula- 
ti(xi  No.  24,  Decraiber  10,  1976,  is  can¬ 
celed  in  its  entirety  and  replaced  by  this 
regulati(xi.  As  written.  Temporary  Reg¬ 
ulation  No.  24  overcontracted  certain 
steps  in  the  procurem«it  process.  The 
change  is  intended  to  lnv(dve  the  apiwo- 
priate  lev^  of  managonait  in  the 
process. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  This  regulation  is 
effective  May  19, 1977. 

ADDRESSES:  Hugh  M.  Turpie,  Division 
of  Procuremrat,  Rm.  C-167.  USERDA, 
Washington,  D.C.  20545. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CON¬ 
TACT: 

Hugh  M.  Turpie  (301-353-4541). 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 
Expiration  date — ^This  regulation  will 
remain  in  effect  imtil  canceled  and  re¬ 
placed  by  a  permanent  ERDA  Procure- 
mmt  Regulation. 

Interested  persons  may  submit  com¬ 
ments  on  this  regulation  and  those  re¬ 
ceived  OR  or  before  July  13.  1977,  will  be 
considered  in  determining  whether  re¬ 
vision  of  this  regiilation  may  be 
advisable. 


Section  9-51.302,  Noncompetitive  pro¬ 
curement.  is  revised  as  follows: 

Subpart  9-61.3  Other  approval  re¬ 
quirements. 

•  •  •  •  • 

§  9—51.302  Noncompetitive  procnre- 
ment. 

(a)  While  “negotiated  procurement 
Khali  be  cm  a  competitive  basis  to  the 
maximum  practical  extent**  (FPR  1- 
3.101  (d))  and  “reasonable  competition 
shall  be  obtained  in  making  small  pur¬ 
chases  in  excess  of  $500’*  (FPR  1-3.603- 

(1) ) ,  there  are  circumstances  where  one 
source  has  exclusive  capability  to  per¬ 
form  the  work  within  the  time  required 
and  at  reasonable  prices.  e.g..  by  reason 
of  experience,  specialized  faciUties,  or 
technical  competence.  In  such  a  circum¬ 
stance,  the  initiating  iR'ogram  office  may 
conclude  that  only  one  source  is  qualified 
to  perfmtn  the  woiic  and,  therefore, 
recommoKl  that  a  contract  be  negotiated 
only  with  that  source.  Hie  recommenda¬ 
tion  shall  be  in  writing  and  will  be  con¬ 
tained  in  a  spearate  document  entitled, 
“Justification  for  Noncompetitive  Pro¬ 
curement”  and  diall  examine  the  reasons 
for  the  procurement  being  noncompeti¬ 
tive  in  accordance  with  paragraph  (c) 
of  this  section. 

For  a  noncompetitive  procurement,  an 
approved  justification  shall  be  attached 
to  the  procurement  request  when  the  re¬ 
quest  is  sent  to  a  procurraient  otOcer  for 
action. 

A  Justification  for  noncompetitive  pro- 
cur«nent  is  also  required  where  “new** 
procurements  (i.e.,  outside  the  con¬ 
tractual  scope  wozic)  are  Initiated 
through  modifications  to  existing  con¬ 
tracts. 

If  a  noncompetitive  procurement  has 
been  Justified  and  approved,  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  this  section  9-51.302,  as  a  part 
of  an  annual  procurement  plan  and  such 
plan  has  been  reviewed  and  approved  by 
the  Administrator,  it  will  not  be  neces¬ 
sary  to  resubmit  the  Justification  for  ap¬ 
proval  at  the  time  each  individual  ihp- 
curement  acticm  is  processed.  Such  Justi- 
ficatimis  shall  be  made  a  part  of  the 
permanent  c<mtract  file  (see  ERDA-FR 
9-55.102-2) . 

(b)  The  provisions  of  this  regulation 
do  not  apply  to: 

(1)  Procuremmts  of  $500  or  less  (see 
FPR;  l-3.803-l(a)(l)); 

(2)  Acquisitions  frmn  or  through  other 
Government  agencies; 

(3)  Procurements  utility  services 
where  the  services  are  availaUe  from 
only  one  source  (see  FPR  1-4.4) ; 

(4)  Subscriptions  to  periodicals; 

(5)  Prociuements  resulting  from  Pro¬ 
gram  Opportimity  Notices,  ERDA-PR 
9-4.57,  or  Program  Research  and  Devel¬ 
opment  Announcements,  ERDA-PR  9- 
4.58  (which  are  forms  ot  cmnpetiUve 
solicitations  and  subject  to  requirements 
stated  in  the  respective  regulatimis) ; 

(6)  Procurements  subject  to  the  pro¬ 
cedures  set  forth  in  ERDA-PR  9-4.51, 
Research  Agreements  and  Contracts 
With  Educational  Institutions; 


(7)  Procurements  subject  to  the  pro¬ 
cedures  set  forth  in  ERDA-PR  9-442. 
Unsolicited  PitHTOsals; 

(8)  Contracts  for  management  and 
operation  of  the  major  ERDA  labora¬ 
tories  and  production  facilities: 

(9)  On-site  soTlee  contracts  of  a  con¬ 
tinuing  natiuo;  or 

(10)  contracts  which  are  subject  to 
separate  Justification  for  reccanpetition 
or  extamion. 

(c)  Justification  for  noncompetitive 
procurement. 

(1)  The  document  entitled.  “Justifi¬ 
cation  for  Noncompetitive  Procurement** 
shall  examine  the  reasons  for  the  pro¬ 
curement  being  noncompetitive  and  shall 
contain,  in  the  first  sentence  ot  the  docu¬ 
ment.  an  appitwriate  recommendation 
(e.g.,  “I  recommend  that  negotiations  be 
conducted  only  with  (name  of  entity)  for 
the  supplies  and  services  described 
herein.") 

(2)  Each  justification  shaU  set  forth 
mough  facts  and  circumstances  to 
clearly  and  cmivincinglv  establish  that 
competition  would  not  Kkve  beoi  feasi¬ 
ble  or  practicaUe.  The  following  format 
includes  considerations  to  be  made  in 
preparing  the  Justification. 

(i)  Description  of  supplies  or  services 
to  be  procured: 

A.  A  brief,  general,  nontechnical  de¬ 
scription  and  statement  of  the  general 
application  and  particular  significance 
or  specialized  character  of  the  procure¬ 
ment. 

B.  A  description  of  all  associated  sup¬ 
plies  or  services,  eg.,  technical  data,  re¬ 
ports,  engineering  services,  and  so  forth 
to  be  procured. 

(11)  Procurement  history,  estimated 
future  requirements,  and  long  range 
procurement  objectives: 

A.  Brief  statement  of  the  technical 
and  contractual  evolution  of  the  supplies 
or  services  being  procured  from  initia¬ 
tion  to  present  status. 

B.  Brief  statement  as  to  whether  the 
work  is  a  continuation  of  previous  effort 
performed  by  the  proposed  contractor. 

C.  Reference  should  be  made  to  any 
advance  planning  information  previ¬ 
ously  prepared  or  furnished,  together 
with  information  with  respect  to  any 
changes  proposed  in  the  present  Justifi¬ 
cation  which  represents  a  departiire  or 
modification  of  prior  procurement  plans, 
including  a  statement  of  the  effect  of  the 
changes,  if  any,  on  scheduled  milestones. 

D.  Brief  statement  as  to  what  actions 
have  been  taken  to  develop  cmnpetiticm 
and  eliminate  a  noncompetitive  situa¬ 
tion  in  future  procurements  of  the  pro¬ 
posed  supplies  or  services. 

(iii)  Estimated  cost: 

A.  The  estimated  cost  of  the  procure¬ 
ment  and  a  brief  description  ot  assump¬ 
tions  made  and  data  used  by  the  initiat¬ 
ing  program  office  to  develop  the  esti¬ 
mate. 

B.  The  estimated  cost  listed  by  fiscal 
years. 

C.  Whether  the  proposed  c(«itractor 
or  the  Government  have  a  substantial 
investment  of  some  kind  that  would  have 
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to  be  duplicated  at  aoremment  expense 
by  another  source. 

(Ivt  Schedule  requirement*: 

A.  The  basis  for  establishing  schedule 
requirements. 

B.  An  explanation  of  the  urgency,  if 
any.  of  the  requirement.  Describe  why 
the  schedules  are  critical  and 'why  only 
the  proposed  contractor  can  meet  them. 

C.  Describe  what  significant  cost  sav¬ 
ings  or  other  benefits  could  result  if 
schedules  could  be  relaxed  and  whether 
competition  could  thus  be  obtained. 

(V)  Exclusive  capability. 

A.  Does  the  proposed  contractor  have 
personnel  considered  unquesticmably 
predominant  experts  in  the  particular 
field? 

B.  What  prior  experience  of  a  highly 
specialized  nature  does  the  source  ex¬ 
clusively  possess  that  is  vital  to  the  pro¬ 
posed  effort? 

C.  What  facilities  and/or  test  equip¬ 
ment  does  the  source  exclusively  have 
that  are  complex  or  specialized  and  vital 
to  the  effort? 

D.  Is  competition  precluded  because 
of  the  existence  of  patent  rights,  copy¬ 
rights.  secret  processes,  trade  secrets, 
technical  data,  or  other  proprietary 
data? 

E.  What  other  capability  and/or  ca¬ 
pacity  does  the  proposed  contractor  have 
that  is  necessary  for  the  specific  effort 
and  makes  it  clearly  the  only  source  that 
can  perform  the  woiic  on  the  required 
time  schedule  without  incurring  clearly 
unreasonable  costs? 

(vi)  Other. 

A.  If  lack  of  drawings  or  specifications 
are  a  constraining  factor,  why  is  the 
proposed  contractor  clearly  best  able  to 
perform  under  these  circumstances? 
Why  are  the  drawings  and  specifications 
lacking?  What  is  the  lead  time  required 
to  get  drawings  and  specifications  suit¬ 
able  for  competiticm? 

B.  Are  parts  or  compcments  being 
procured  as  replacement  parts  in  sup¬ 
port  of  equipment  specially  designed  by 
a  manufacturer,  where  data  available  is 
not  adequate  to  assure  that  the  parts  or 
components  obtained  from  another 
source  would  perform  the  same  func¬ 
tion? 

(d)  Review  and  approval.  The  justifi¬ 
cation  shall,  as  a  minimum  requirement, 
be  reviewed  and  approved  as  follows:  (In 
the  case  of  cost  sharing  contracts,  the 
contractor’s  shared  amount  is  included 
in  the  dollar  amounts  specified.) 

(1)  For  procurements  in  excess  of 
$500,  but  not  in  excess  of  $10,000  (small 
purchases),  the  justification  shall  be 
submitted  by  the  initiating  office,  with 
the  advice  and  assistance  oi  the  Division 
of  Procurement  Program  Support  staff, 
for  the  approval  of  the  assistant  ad¬ 
ministrator  (or  designee)  or  the  head 
of  the  staff  office  (or  designee)  (Head¬ 
quarters).  the  fidd  office  manager  (or 
designee),  or  the  energy  research  center 
director  (or  designee) . 

(2)  For  iH’ocurements  in  excess  of 
$10,000,  but  not  tn  excess  of  $1  million, 
the  justification  shall  be  sutxnitted  by 
the  initiating  office,  with  the  advice  and 


assistance  of  the  Division  of  Procure¬ 
ment  Program  Support  staff,  for  the  re¬ 
view  and  concurrence  of.  at  Head¬ 
quarters  (i)  the  Senior  Procurement 
Advisor  (or  designee)  and  (ii)  the  Office 
of  the  General  Counsel  or.  in  the  field, 
legal  counsel,  and  shall  be  submitted  for 
the  approval  of  the  assistant  adminis¬ 
trator  (or  designee)  or  the  head  of  the 
staff  office  (or  designee)  (Headquar¬ 
ters).  the  field  office  manager  tor  desig¬ 
nee),  or  the  energy  research  center 
director  (or  designee). 

(3)  For  procurements  in  excess  of  $1 
million,  but  not  in  excess  of  $5  million, 
the  justification  shall  be  submitted  by 
the  initiating  office,  with  the  advice  and 
assistance  of  the  Division  of  Procure¬ 
ment  Program  Support  staff,  for  the  re¬ 
view  and  concurrence  of,  at  Headquar¬ 
ters  (i)  the  Senior  Procurement  Advisor 
(or  designee) ,  (li)  the  Office  of  the  Gen¬ 
eral  Counsel  and  (ill)  the  Office  of  the 
Controller  or,  in  the  field,  legal  counsel, 
and  shall  be  siibmitted  for  the  approval 
of  the  assistant  administrator  (or  desig¬ 
nee)  or  the  head  of  the  staff  office  (or 
designee)  (Headquarters),  the  field  of¬ 
fice  manager  (or  designee),  or  the 
energy  research  center  director  (or 
designee) . 

(4)  Fch*  procurements  in  excess  of 
$5,000,000,  but  not  in  excess  of  $10  mil¬ 
lion.  the  justification  shall  be  submitted 
by  the  initiating  office,  with  the  advice 


Title  45— Public  Welfare 

CHAPTER  X— COMMUNITY  SERVICES 
ADMINISTRATION 

PART  1071— GRANTEE  PROPERTY 
ADMINISTRATION 

Termination  of  Moratorium  on  Grantee 
Excess  Property  Acquisition 

AGENCY:  Community  Servidbs  Admin¬ 
istration. 

ACTION:  Final  rule. 

SUMMARY:  The  C8A  moratorium  on 
grantee  acquisition  of  excess  government 
personal  property  is  ended.  It  was  estab¬ 
lished  to  facilitate  an  accurate  Inventory 


and  assistance  of  the  Division  of  Pro¬ 
curement  Program  Support  staff,  for  the 
review  and  concurrence  of  (i)  the  divi¬ 
sion  director  (Headquarters)'^ or  the 
manager  (field).  (11)  the  Assistant 
Director  of  Procurement  for  Program 
SuM>ort  (ill)  the  Office  of  the  Ooieral 
Counsel  and  (Iv)  the  Office  of  the  Con¬ 
troller  and  shall  be  submitted  for  the 
approval  of  the  assistant  administrator 
or  the  head  of  the  staff  c^Bce  (Head¬ 
quarters). 

(5)  For  procurements  ip  excess  of  $10 
million,  the  jiistificatian  shall  be  sub¬ 
mitted  by  the  initiating  office,  with  the 
advice  and  assistance  of  the  Divlskm  of 
Procurement  Program  Support  staff,  for 
the  review  and  concurrence  of  (i)  the 
division  director  (Headquarters)  or  the 
manager  (field),  (11)  the  Director  ot 
Procurement,  (ill)  the  Office  of  the  Gen¬ 
eral  Counsel,  (Iv)  the  Office  of  the  Cm- 
troller,  (v)  the  assistant  administrator 
or  the  head  of  the  staff  office  (Head¬ 
quarters),  (Vi)  the  Assistant  Adminis¬ 
trator  for  Administration,  and  (vli)  the 
Assistant  Administrator  fCH*  Field 
Operations  and  shall  be  submitted  for 
the  approval  of  the  Administrator. 

Authoutt:  Section  lOB  of  the  Knergy  Re¬ 
organization  Act  of  1974  (Pub.  L.  93-438) 

Dated:  May  3,  1977. 


of  grantee  excess  property  and  is  no 
longer  needed  since  that  invoitory  is 
complete.  This  action  will  again  allow 
CSA  grantees  to  acquire  Federal  excess 
property,  although  after  October  17, 1977 
their  ability  to  do  so  will  be  limited  by 
the  provislcMis  of  Pub.  L.  94-519. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  June  1.  1977. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CON¬ 
TACT: 

E.  W.  Covlngt(xi,  Community  Services 
Administration,  Office  of  Admlnistra- 
ti<m.  1200  19th  Street,  NW.,  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C.  20506.  phone  202-254- 
6310. 


M.  J.  Tashjian, 
Director  of  Procurement. 

Xonrompctitire  pmrurrmrnt  justification — Rcvieur  and  approval 


In  exc«88  of  But  not  in 
(dollars)—  exwas  of 
(dollars)— 


Concur 


Approve 


SM .  10,000  . 

(small 

pur¬ 

chases).' 

10.000 . I  million...  HQ— Senior  Procurement  Adviaor  (or  dea- 

ignee)  and  Oeneral  Counael.  Pield— Legal 
Coqnael. 

1  million _ 5  million...  Senior  Procurement  Advisor  (or  dee- 

ifnee),  Oeneral  Counael  and  (Stroller, 
neld— Letal  Counael. 


5  million _  10  million..  Diviaion  Director  (HQ)  or  Field  Office 

Manager,  Oeneral  Counael,  Controller 
and  Aariatant  Director  of  Procurement  for 
Program  Support. 

10  miUion .  Division  Director  (HQ)  or  Field  Office  Man-  Administrator 

ager,  Oeneral  Counael.  Controller,  Direc¬ 
tor  of  Proearement,  AaaUtant  Adminis¬ 
trator  or  the  bead  of  the  staff  office  (HQ). 

Assistant  Administrator  for  Administra¬ 
tion  and  Assistant  Administrator  for 
Field  Operations. 


AA  (or  designee)  or  the  head  of  the  staff 
office  (or  designee)  (Headquarters),  the 
Field  Office  Manager  (or  designee),  or 
the  ERC  Director  (or  designee). 

AA  (or  designee)  or  the  bead  of  the  staff 
office  (or  designee)  (Headquarters),  the 
Field  Office  Manager  (or  designee),  or 
the  ERC  Director  (or  desigrtee). 

AA  (or  designee)  or  the  head  of  the  staff 
office  (or  designee)  (Headquarters),  the 
Field  Office  Manager  (or  designee),  or 
ttfo  ER(7  Director  (or  designee). 

Assistant  Administrator  or  the  head  of  the 
staff  office  (Headquarters). 


'Reasonable  competition  shall  be  obtained  in  making  small  purchases  in  excess  of  tSOV'  (FPR  l-S.603-1). 
(Fit  Doc.77-14ai5  PUed  5-18-77;8:46  am] 
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SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 
The  CSA  moratorium  on  grantee  acquisi¬ 
tion  of  excess  property  was  imposed  ef¬ 
fective  April  1.  1977  by  a  March  23  is¬ 
suance  appearing  at  42  FR  15704  in  order 
to  facilitate  compliance  with  Pub.  L. 
94-519  and  GSA  Bulletin  FPMR  H-28 
requiring  each  agency  to  report  all  gov¬ 
ernment  excess  property  in  possession  of 
its  grantees  by  June  14,  1977. 

As  this  action  relieves  a  restriction  on 
grantees,  a  thirty  day  period  between  the 
publication  and  the  effective  date  of  this 
issuance  is  not  required. 

Therefore,  effective  June  1,  1977  the 
suspension  of  the  provisions  of  45  Code 
of  Federal  Regijations  1071.30  (CSA  In¬ 
struction  7001-01a,  Section  4a)  is  ended. 
Authoeity:  78  Stat.  528  (42  U.S.C.  6U2(n) ) . 

Graciela  (Grace)  Olivarez, 

Director. 

(FR  Doc.77-14282  PUed  5-18-77:8:45  ami 

CHAPTER  XVI— LEGAL  SERVICES 
CORPORATION 

PART  1611— ELIGIBILITY 

Maximum  Income  Levels  for  Individuals 
Eligible  for  Legal  Assistance;  Correction 

AGENCY :  Legal  Services  Corporation. 
ACTION :  Correction  of  Final  Rule. 

SUMMARY :  This  corrects  the  rule  pub¬ 
lished  Friday,  May  13.  1977,  42  FR  24271, 
establishing  maximum  income  levels  for 
individuals  eligible  for  legal  assistance. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  May  19,  1977. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CON¬ 
TACT: 

Linda  Davis,  Legal  Services  Corpora¬ 
tion,  733  15th  Street,  NW.,  Suite  700, 
Washington,  D.C.  20005,  202-376-5113. 

Substitute  the  following  figures  for  the 
ones  previously  published: 

FOE  ALL  STATES  EXCEPT  ALASKA  AND  HAWAII 

For  family  units  with  more  than  six  mem¬ 
bers,  add  $1,200  for  each  additional  member. 

POVEETT  GUIDELINES  POE  ALASKA 

For  family  units  with  more  than  six  mem¬ 
bers.  add  $1,500  for  each  additional  member. 

POVEETT  GUIDELINES  FOE  HAWAII 

For  family  units  with  more  than  six  mem¬ 
bers,  add  $1,375  for  each  additional  member. 

James  E.  Coleman, 
Assistant  Counsel. 
Legal  Services  Corporation. 

I  PR  Doc.77-14316  Piled  6-18-77:8:45  am) 

Title  46 — Shipping 

CHAPTER  I — COAST  GUARD, 
DEPARTMENT  OF  TRANSPORTATION 

ICOD-76-0171 

PART  32— SPECIAL  EQUIPMENT. 
MACHINERY.  AND  HULL  REQUIREMENTS 
PART  35 — OPERATIONS 
Air  Compressors  on  Tank  Vessel 
AGENCY :  Coast  Guard,  DOT. 

ACTION :  Pinal  Rule. 

SUMMARY :  This  document  amends  the 
tanker  regulations  by  prohibiting  the  in¬ 


stallation  of  air  compressors  in  the  cargo 
areas  of  new  tank  vessels  and  the  use 
of  installed  air  compressors  in  the  cargo 
areas  of  existing  vessels.  The  Coast 
Guard  has  determined  that  hazardous 
cargo  vapors  that  may  exist  in  cargo 
areas  pose  a  potentially  explosive  hazard 
if  air  compressors  are  used  in  those 
areas.  Prohibiting  the  installation  in 
those  areas  on  new  vessels  and  their  use 
on  existing  vessels  .should  eliminate  this 
hazard. 

EFFECmVE  DATE:  These  amendments 
are  effective  on  June  15,  1977. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CON¬ 
TACT: 

Captain  George  K.  Greiner,  Marine 
Safety  Council  (G-CMC/81),  Room 
8117,  Department  of  Transportation, 
Nassif  Building,  400  Seventh  Street, 
Washington,  D.C.  20590  (202-426- 

1477). 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 
Proposed  rules  were  published  in  the 
Federal  Register  on  August  13,  1975  (40 
FR  33996) .  Interested  parties  were  given 
an  opportunity  to  submit  comments  to 
the  Coast  Guard  concerning  the  pro¬ 
posed  requirements  not  later  than  Setf- 
tember  15,  1975.  A  discussion  of  c<Mn- 
ments  received  is  contained  in  the  fol¬ 
lowing  paragraphs. 

Drafting  Information 

The  principal  persons  involved  in 
drafting  this  rule  are:  Mr.  Ralph  T.  Sim¬ 
mons.  Project  Manager,  Office  of  Mer¬ 
chant  Marine  Safety,  and  Mr.  Stanley 
M.  Colby,  Project  Attorney,  Office  of 
Chief  Counsel. 

Discussion  of  Major  Comments 

1.  Pour  cimunents  were  received  ob¬ 
jecting  to  the  requirements  of  proposed 
§  35.35-80.  These  requirements  would 
prohibit  the  draining  of  cargo  into  a 
cargo  handling  room  bilge,  except  dur¬ 
ing  repairs  of  maintenance  9f  cargo  han¬ 
dling  equipments,  and  would  require 
prompt  removal  of  any  cargo  accumu¬ 
lated  in  that  bilge.  The  principal  objec¬ 
tions  were  that  the  prohibition  on  drain¬ 
ing  cargo  into  a  cargo  handling  bilge 
would  greatly  interfere  with  cargo  trans¬ 
fer  operations  and  would  pose  economic 
hardship.  Also,  two  commenters  stated 
that  the  requirement  to  remove  cargo 
promptly  frwn  a  pumproom  bilge  would 
create  a  possibility  of  overboard  dis¬ 
charge.  Proposed  S  3b.35-80  has  not  been 
adopted  in  the  final  rules.  The  comments 
received  show  the  need  for  additional 
review  concerning  the  draining  of  cargo 
into  pumproom  bilge  and  its  removal 
frwn  the  bilge.  Any  further  regulatory 
action  pertaining  to  these  requirements 
will  be  based  upon  the  additiwial  review 
and  will  be  preceded  by  a  notice  of  pro¬ 
posed  rulemaking  in  the  Federal 
Register.  * 

2.  One  commenter  asked  whether 
S  32.35-15  prohibits  the  use  of  vacuum 
pumps  as  priming  devices  for  cargo  oil 
pumps  and  bilge  pumps  in  the  cargo 
handling  r(x>m  of  tank  vessels.  Section 
32.35-15  applies  to  air  compressors  and 
not  vacuum  pumps 


3.  One  commenter  noted  that  a  strict 
interpretation  of  §  32.35-15(b),  which 
prohibits  installation  of  an  air  compres¬ 
sor  and  air  compressor  intake  in  an  en¬ 
closed  space  containing  cargo  piping, 
could  prohibit  the  use  of  an  air  compres¬ 
sor  in  the  main  engine  room  of  an  LNG 
carrier  approved  for  utilizing  cargo  tank 
boil-off  as  fuel  in  boilers.  When  the  cargo 
reaches  the  piping  in  the  main  engine 
room  of  an  LNG  carrier,  it  is  considered 
to  be  fuel  and  no  longer  cargo.  There¬ 
fore,  the  prohibition  in  |  32.35-15 (b)  is 
not  applicable.  Proposed  regulations  for 
LNG  vessels  are  in  the  October  14.  1976 
issue  of  the  Federal  Register  (41  FR 
43822)  and  cwitain  specific  safeguards 
for  main  engine.  loom  piping  that  would 
allow  safe  operation  of  air  cwnpressors. 

4.  One  commenter  recommended  that 
§  32.35-15(d)  be  changed  to  allow  in¬ 
stallation  of  an  air  compressor  adjacent 
to  a  tanker’s  cargo  hold  space  having 
cylindrical  or  indep>endent  tanks.  He 
stated  that  a  source  of  ignition  can  usu¬ 
ally  be  placed  directly  adjacent  to  the 
hold  space  bulkhead  because  there  will 
be  a  cofferdam  (two  bulkheads)  between 
the  cargo  and  the  source  of  ignition.  This 
recommendation  was  not  adopted.  Alter¬ 
nate  arrangements  of  this  type  can  be 
considered  by  the  Coast  Guard  on  an  in¬ 
dividual  case  basis.  If  a  particular  cof¬ 
ferdam  does  provide  protection  for  a 
cargo  hold  space  and  the  tank  in  the  hold 
space,  installation  of  an  air  compressor 
adjacent  to  the  cofferdam  and  hold  space 
may  be  authorized  under  46  CFR  30.15-1. 

5.  Three  comments  were  received  rec¬ 
ommending  that  5  32.35-15  not  be  made 
applicable  to  oil  pollution  clean-up  ves¬ 
sels.  The  commenters  stated  that  the 
operation  of  these  vessels  would  be  seri¬ 
ously  affected  if  they  were  required  to 
comply  with  §  32.35-15  as  proposed.  At 
the  present  time,  the  Coast  Guard  is  re¬ 
viewing  the  vessel  regulations  to  deter¬ 
mine  those  that  should  be  made  appli¬ 
cable  to  oil  pollution  clean-up  vessels. 
Regulatory  proposals  for  these  vessels 
will  be  drafted  at  the  conclusion  of  the 
review  and  will  be  published  as  a  notice 
of  proposed  rulemaking  in  the  Federal 
Register.  Accordingly,  the  proposal  is 
changed  and  the  rule  is  not  applicable  to 
oil  pollution  clean-up  vessels. 

6.  One  commenter  recommended  that 
proposed  S  32.35-15  should  apply  to 
petroleum  products  of  grades  A  thru  D 
but  not  to  grade  E  and  heavier.  This  rec¬ 
ommendation  has  been  adopted  for 
§  32.35-15.  Cargoes  that  are  grade  E  or 
heavier  do  not  give  off  sufficient  vapors 
to  make  operation  of  an  air  compressor 
hazardous. 

7.  One  commenter  suggested  that 
existing  air  compressors  and  air  com¬ 
pressor  intakes  be  allowed  in  all  spaces 
where  Coast  Guard  regulations  allow  in¬ 
stallation  of  non-explosion  proof  elec¬ 
trical  equipment.  The  proposal  as  pt’bs- 
ently  written  does  not  preclude  the  use 
of  air  compressors  in  the  spaces  referred 
to  by  the  commenter.  Non -explosion 
proof  electrical  equipment  is  used  on  oc¬ 
casion  in  some  spaces  that  have  small 
concentrations  of  vapors  that  do  not  pose 
a  hazard  to  operation  of  the  equipment. 
Use  of  an  air  compressor  in  one  of  these 
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spaces  would  not  create  a  hazard  any 
greater  than  the  use  of  non-explosion 
proof  electrical  equipment. 

8.  One  commenter  aaked  whether  ves¬ 
sels  subject  to  the  requirements  for  bulk 
dangerous  cargoes  in  Subchapter  O  of 
Title  46,  Code  of  Federal  Adulations, 
must  comply  with  the  regulations 
adopted  in  this  rulemaking.  A  vessel  that 
is  subject  to  the  requirements  in  Sub¬ 
chapter  O  will  have  to  comply  with  the 
regulations  adopted  in  this  rulemaking 
if  it  is  certificated  under  the  provisions 
of  the  tank  vessel  regulations  in  Sub¬ 
chapter  D.  as  required  under  S  151.01-10. 

9.  One  commenter  remarked  that 
S  32.35-15(f )  w'as  unclear.  This  para¬ 
graph  has  been  changed  to  read  the  same 
as  S  32.45-1  (f>  (4-a>,  for  clarity  and  con¬ 
sistency. 

In  accordance  with  the  foregoing.  Part 
32  and  Part  35  of  Title  46.  Code  of  Federal 
Regulations,  are  amended  as  follows: 

1.  By  adding  a  new  (  32.35-15  to  read 
as  follows: 

§  32.35—15  lfi!«lulliiiioii  uf  air  roni- 
preKM>i>  on  lank  vr^HelK  cunlrarlrd 
for  on  or  aflc*r  June  15,  1977— 
TB/.4LL. 

No  tank  vessel,  except  an  oil  pollution 
clean-up  vessel,  that  carries  petroleum 
products  grades  A  thru  D  contracted  for 
on  or  after  June  15. 1977  may  have  an  air 
compressor  or  an  air  compressor  intake 
installed  in  any  of  the  following  cargo 
areas: 

<a)  A  cargo  handling  room. 

<b)  An  enclosed  space  containing  cargo 
piping. 

.  <c)  A  space  in  which  cargo  hose  is 
stowed. 

(d)  A  space  adjacent  to  a  cargo  tank 
or  cargo  tank  hold. 

(e>  A  space  within  three  meters  of  any 
of  the  following: 

(DA  cargo  tank  opening. 

<  2  >  An  outlet  for  cargo  gas  or  vapor. 

( 3 )  A  cargo  pipe  flange. 

«4>  A  cargo  valve. 

(5)  An  entrance  or  ventilation  opening 
to  a  cargo  handling  room. 

(f )  The  cargo  deck  space.  For  the  pur¬ 
pose  of  this  paragraph,  "cargo  deck 
space”  means  the  volume  bounded  by  the 
open  deck  over  the  cargo  tank  block,  in¬ 
cluding  all  ballast  tanks  within  the  cargo 
tank  block,  extending  to  the  full  width 
of  the  vessel,  plus  three  meters  (about 
10  feet)  fore  and  aft  of  the  cargo  tank 
block  and  up  to  a  height  of  2.4  meters 
(about  8  feet)  above  the  deck. 

<g)  An  enclosed  space  having  an  open¬ 
ing  into  a  location  described  in  para¬ 
graphs  (a>-(f>  of  this  section. 

(h)  A  location  similar  to  those  de¬ 
scribed  in  paragn4>hs  (a) -(g)  of  this 
section  in  w’hich  cargo  vapors  or  gases 
may  be  present. 

2.  By  adding  a  new  $  35.35-85  to  read 
as  follows: 

§  35.35—85  Air  CoinprcHMtn— -TB/.AI.I.. 

(a)  No  person  may  operate  an  air  com- 
pressgr  in  a  cargo  area  described  in 
5  32.3^15  of  this  subchapter. 

<b)  The  owner  of  a  vessel  that  has  an 
air  compressor  or  an  air  compressor  in¬ 


take  in  a  cargo  area  described  in  f  32.35- 
15  of  this  subchapter  must  have  the 
equipment  made  permanently  inopera¬ 
tive  or  removed  from  that  location  at  the 
next  drydocking  or  inspection  for  cer¬ 
tification  of  the  vessel  after  June  15. 1977, 
whichever  occurs  first.  The  equipment 
may  not  be  reinstalled  thereafter  in  a 
cargo  area  described  in  S  32.35-15  of  this 
subchapter. 

(R.S.  4405.  as  amended  (46  U.S.C.  375): 
R.S.  4417a.  as  amended  (46  IT.S.C.  391a);  R.S. 
4462.  as  amended  (46  U.S.C.  416);  sec.  1  Pub 
L.  86-244.  73  Stat.  475  (46  U£.C.  481(a)); 
sec.  6(b)(1).  80  Stat  938  (  49  U.S.C.  1655(b) 
(1));  49  CFR  1.46  (b)  and  (n)(4).) 

Note. — The  Coast  Ouard  has  determined 
that  this  document  does  not  contain  a  mator 
proposal  requiring  preparation  of  an  Eco¬ 
nomic  Impact  Statement  under  Executive 
Order  11821,  as  amended,  and  OMB  Circular 
A-107. 

Dated:  May  9. 1977. 

O.  W.  Siler. 
Admiral.  United  States 
Coast  Guard.  Commandant. 
IPR  Doc.77-14317  Piled  5-1 8-77; 8: 46* am) 

Title  47 — Telecommunication 
CHAPTER  I— FEDERAL 
COMMUNICATIONS  COMMISSION 
PART  1 — PRACTICE  AND  PROCEDURE 

Editorial  Amendments  Concerning  Notice 
and  Rule  Making  Proceedings 

AGENCY :  Federal  Communications 

Commission. 

ACTION:  Final  rule. 

SUMMARY:  Rules  amended  to  make  it 
clear  that  Subpart  C  of  Part  1  (the  rules 
of  procedure)  applies  only  to  notice  and 
comment  rulemaking  proceedings  and 
has  no  application  to  formal  rule  mak¬ 
ing  (or  rate  making) . 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  May  20.  1977. 

ADDRESSES:  Federal  Communications 
C(»nmission.  Washington.  D.C.  20554. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CON¬ 
TACT: 

Upton  Outhery.  Office  of  General 
Counsel.  202-632-6444. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 
Adopted:  May  5.  1977. 

Released:  May  9. 1977. 

Order.  In  the  matter  of  editorial 
amendment  of  Part  1.  rules  of  practice 
and  procedure. 

1.  Confusion  and  uncertainty  appear 
to  have  arisen  concerning  the  scope  of 
both  $  1.4(b)(1)  and  Subpart  C  of  the 
rules  and  regulations.  The  cited  proce¬ 
dures  apply  only  to  notice  and  comment 
rulemaking  proceedings  conducted  un¬ 
der  5  U.S.C,  553.  Recently,  however,  some 
persons  have  real  them  as  applying  to 
either  formal  rulemaking  (or  rgte  mak¬ 
ing)  proceedings.  To  dispel  any  mis¬ 
understanding.  they  are  hereby  amended 
to  more  expressly  state  their  scope. 

2.  Authority  for  this  action  is  con¬ 
tained  in  sections  4  (i)  and  (j)  and  303 
(r)  of  the  Communications  Act  of  1934. 


as  amended.  47  U.S.C.  154  (i)  and  ( j)  and 
303(r).  and  in  S  0.231  (d>  of  the  rules  and 
regulations.  47  CFR  0.231(d).  Because 
the  amendments  are  editorial  and  prex^e- 
dural  in  nature,  the  prior  notice  and  ef¬ 
fective  date  provisions  of  5  U.S.C.  553  do 
not  apply. 

3.  Accordingly,  it  is  ordered,  effective 
May  20.  1977,  that  Part  I  of  the  rules 
and  regulations  is  amended  as  set  out 
below. 

(Secs.  4.  303.  48  Stat..  as  amended.  1066.  1082. 
(47  U.S.C.  154.  303).) 

Federal  Communications 
Commission. 

R.  D.  Lichtwardt, 

Executive  Director. 

Part  1  of  Chapter  I  of  Title  47  of  the 
C(xle  of  Federal  Regulations  is  revised 
as  follows: 

1.  Section  1.4(b)  (1>  is  revLsed  to  read 
as  follows: 

§  1.4  C'oniptilHlioii  of  lim«-. 

•  <  •  •  • 

(b)  •  •  • 

( 1 )  For  documents  in  notice  and  com¬ 
ment  rule  making  proceedings,  the  date 
of  public  notice  is  the  date  of  publication 
in  the  Federal  Register. 

•  •  «  •  • 

2.  Following  the  designated  center 
heading  at  the  beginning  of  Subpart  C. 
$  1.399  is  added,  to  read  as  follows: 

§  1.399  Srapt*. 

ITiis  subpart  shall  be  applicable  to  no¬ 
tice  and  comment  rulemakings  proceed¬ 
ings  conducted  under  5  U.S.C.  553.  and 
shall  have  no  application  to  formal  rule 
making  (or  lutc  making)  proceedings 
unless  the  Commission  directs  that  it 
shall  govern  the  conduct  of  a  particular 
proceeding. 

§1.417  IDrleled] 

3.  Sectiim  1417  is  deleted. 

I  PR  Doc  77-14236  Filed  5-18-77:8:45  a"  | 


|PCC  77-319] 

PART  19 — EMPLOYEE  RESPONSIBILITIES 
AND  CONDUCT 

Improvement  of  the  Commission’s  Overall 
Financial  Disclosure  System 

AGENCY:  Federal  Communications 

Commission. 

ACTION:  Order. 

SUMMARY:  This  is  an  Order  adopting 
an  amendment  of  the  criteria  of  position 
categories,  and  requiring  incumiMnts  to 
file  statements  of  employment  and  finan¬ 
cial  interests.  The  action,  taken  with  the 
agreement  of  the  U.S.  Civil  Service  Com¬ 
mission,  increases  the  number  of  em¬ 
ployees  who  must  file  such  statements. 
The  amendment  was  adopted  pursuant  to 
the  Commission’s  policy  of  strengthening 
'the  standards  of  ethical  conduct,  and 
improving  its  overall  financial  disclosure 
system. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  May  26.  1977. 

ADDRESS:  Federal  Communications 
Commission.  Washington.  D.C.  20554. 
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FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CON¬ 
TACT: 

Fred  J.  Goldsmith,  Office  of  Executive 

Director,  202-632-7143. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 
Adopted:  February  10,  1977. 

Released:  May  13,  1977. 

Order.  In  the  matter  of  amendment  of 
Part  19  to  improve  the  Commission’s 
overall  financial  disclosure  system. 

1.  These  amendments  to  Part  19  of  the 
Commission’s  rules  and  regulations  are 
made  pursuant  to  the  Commission’s  pol¬ 
icy  of  strengthening  the  standards  of 
ethical  conduct,  and  improving  the  Com¬ 
mission's  overall  financial  disclosure 
system. 

2.  Because  the  amendment  involves 
internal  Commission  personnel  and  man¬ 
agement  matters  exclusively,  compliance 
with  the  prior  notice  and  effective  date 
requirements  of  5  U.S.C.  553  is  unnec¬ 
essary. 

3.  Accordingly,  it  is  ordered.  Effective 
May  26,  1977,  pursuant  to  the  authority 
contained  in  sections  4(i),  303fr)  and 
5(b)  of  the  Communications  Act  of  1934, 
as  amended,  47  U.S.C.  154(1) ,  155(b) ,  and 
303(r) ,  that  §  19.735-403  of  Part  19  of  the 
FCC  rules  is  hereby  deleted,  and  the  fol¬ 
lowing  inserted  in  lieu  thereof: 

§  19.735—403  Employees  required  lo 
submit  statements. 

Except  as  provided  in  §  19.735-404, 
statements  of  employment  and  financial 
interests  shall  be  required  from  the  fol¬ 
lowing  employees  of  the  Commission' 

(a)  Employees  who  are  Administra¬ 
tive  Law  Judges. 

(b)  Employees  who  are  Members  of  the 
Review  Board. 

(c)  Employees  who  are  in  Grade  GS-13 
or  above. 

(d)  Employees  who  are  in  Grade  GS- 
1 1  or  above  and  who  are  Heads  or  Super¬ 
visors  of  Assistant  Heads  or  Supervisors 
of  field  offices. 

(e)  All  purchasing'  agents  and  all  em¬ 
ployees,  professional,  administrative,  and 
clerical,  in  the  offices  of  the  Commis¬ 
sioners. 

(f)  All  employees  serving  as  auditors 
or  accountants,  with  the  principal  duty 
of  auditing  private  enterprises. 

(g)  All  emoloyees,  professional,  admin¬ 
istrative,  and  clerical,  in  the  offices  of 
the  Commissioners. 

(Sees.  4.  5.  303,  48  Stat.,  as  amended,  1066. 
1068,  1082:  (47  U.S.C.  164,  155,  303).) 

Federal  Communications 
Commission,’ 

Vincent,  J.  Mullins, 

Secretary. 

[FR  r)oc.77-14292  Filed  5-18-77;8:45  am) 


>  Commissioner  Lee  absent. 


RULES  AND  REGULATIONS 

PART  73— RADIO  BROADCAST 
SERVICES 

Effects  of  Terrain  on  Signal  Propagation, 

Evaluation;  Temporary  Suspension  of 

Certain  Portions  of  Sections 

AGENCY :  Federal  Communications 
Commission. 

ACTION:  Order. 

SUMMARY:  Indefinite  stay  of  proce¬ 
dures  for  evaluating  effects  of  terrain  on 
signal  propagation.  This  further  stay  is 
necessary  pending  Commission  action 
to  finalize  more  accurate  procedures  for 
employing  terrain  roughness  corrections, 
even  in  those  cases  where  terrain  anom¬ 
alies  are  encountered. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE :  Effective  date 
stayed. 

ADDRESSES:  Federal  Communications 
Commission,  Washington,  D.C.  20554. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CON¬ 
TACT: 

John  M.  Taff,  Policy  and  Rules  Divi- 

sioA,  Broadcast  Bureau,  202-632-5414. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 
Adopted:  April  28, 1977, 

Released:  May  9, 1977, 

Order.  In  the  matter  of  temporary 
suspension  of  certain  portions  of 
SS  73.313,  73.333;  73.684  and  73.699  of 
the  Commisison’s  Rules  and  Regula¬ 
tions,  order. 

1.  By  Commission  Order,  released  May 
10,  1976  (FCC  76-382),  use  of  terrain 
roughness  corrections  in  filings  by  FM 
and  TV  station  applicants  was  stayed. 
Specifically,  the  effectiveness  of  SS  73.313 
(f),  (g),  (h),  (i)  and  (j);  73.333,  Figures 
4  and  5;  73.684  (h),  (i),  (j),  (k)  and  (1) ; 
and,  73.699,  Figures  lOd  and  lOe  was 
stayed  until  May  1,  1977.  In  its  Order, 
the  Commission  expressed  the  belief  that 
the  period  of  the  stay  would  provide 
enough  time  to  complete  its  study  of 
ways  to  deal  with  atypical  terrain  con¬ 
figurations  and  develop  appropriate  pro¬ 
cedures  for  employing  the  sound  con¬ 
cepts  on  which  terrain  roughness  correc¬ 
tions  are  based,  even  in  those  limited 
number  of  cases  where  terrain  anomalies 
are  encountered. 

2.  While  the  Commission’s  effort  in  re¬ 
gard  to  the  foregoing  is  essentially  com¬ 
plete,  the  results  of  that  study  lead  to 
the  conclusion  that  a  further  rule  mak¬ 
ing  proceeding  is  required.  In  light  of 
the  time  that  will  be  needed  to  complete 
this  undertaking,  and  in  the  interest  of 
orderly  administration,  we  find  it  neces- 

^sary  to  order  a  further  stay  of  the  effec¬ 
tiveness  of  the  subject  rule  sections. 

3.  During  the  period  of  the  additional 
stay  ordered  here,  the  situation  will  re¬ 
main  as  it  has  been  during  the  preced¬ 
ing  stay.  That  is,  predicted  contours  will 
be  calculated  using  the  new  curves  but 


without  regard  to  terrain  roughness.  As 
we  observed  earlier,  where  doubt  is  ex¬ 
pressed  about  the  accuracy  of  these  con¬ 
tours,  parties  ace  free  to  file  supple¬ 
mental  showings  imder  ))73.684<f)  of 
these  rules.*  The  use  of  predicted  con¬ 
tours  calculated  with  the  new  propaga¬ 
tion  curves  is  limited,  naturally,  only  to 
those  regulatory  areas  not  subject  to 
earlier  Commission  proclamations  as  to 
the  use  of  predicted  contours.' 

4.  Accordingly,  it  is  ordered.  Pursuant 
to  sections  4(i),  403  and  408  of  the 
Communications  Act  of  1934,  as  amend¬ 
ed,  That  the  effectiveness  of  5§  73.313  (f ) , 
(g),  (h),  (i)  and  (j);  73.333,  Figures  4 
and  5;  73.684  (h),  (i),  (j),  (k)  and  (1) ; 
and,  73.699,  Figures  lOd  and  lOe  are 
stayed  until  further  order  of  the  Com¬ 
mission. 

(Secs.  4.  403.  408,  48  Stat.,  as  amended.  1066, 
1094,  1096,  (47  U.S.C.  154,  403,  408).) 

Federal  Communications 
Commission,' 

Vincent  J.  Mullins, 

Secretary. 

(FR  Doc.77-14322  Filed  5-18-77;8:46  am] 


Title  50 — Wildlife  and  Fisheries 

CHAPTER  I— UNITED  STATES  FISH  AND 
WILDLIFE  SERVICE.  DEPARTMENT  OF 
THE  INTERIOR 

PART  33— SPORT  FISHING 

Opening  of  Sherburne  National  Wildlife 
Refuge,  Minnesota  to  Sport  Fishing 

AGENCY:  Fish  and  Wildlife  Service, 
Interior. 

AC7TION:  Special  regulation. 

SUMMARY:  The  Director  has  deter¬ 
mined  that  the  opening  to  sport  fishing 
of  Sherburne  National  Wildlife  Refuge 
is  compatible  with  the  objectives  for 
which  the  area  was  established,  will 
utilize  a  renewable  natural  resource,  and 
will  provide  additional  recreational  op¬ 
portunity  to  the  public. 

DATES:  May  1,  1977,  through  February 
28,  1978. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMA-nON  CON¬ 
TACT: 

Refuge  Manager.  Route  2,  Zimmer¬ 
man.  Minnesota  55398  (John  E.  Wil- 
brecht)  Phone  612-389-3323. 


’  If  the  parties  wish  to  do  so.  they  may 
offer  showings  based  on  terrain  roughness. 
These  showings  will  be  reviewed  by  the  Com¬ 
mission  and  given  such  consideration  as  they 
merit. 

-  See  e.g..  Notice  of  Proposed  Rule  Making. 
19  Docket  20496.  VCC  75-635.  53  F.C  C.  2d 
1009  (1975),  (41  FR  19949),  where  the  Com¬ 
mission  adopted  special  procedures  for  the 
use  of  signal  strength  contours  In  cases  con¬ 
cerning.  Inter  alia,  cable  television  broadcast 
station  carriage. 

Commissioner  Lee  absent. 


FEDERAL  REGISTER,  VOL.  42,  NO.  97— THURSDAY.  MAY  19,  1977 


RULES  AND  REGULATIONS 


25737 


SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION : 

g  33.3  Special  regulations;  sport  ff>li- 
iiig;  for  individual  nildlife  rt'fuge 
arc*a!*« 

Sports  fishing  Is  permitted  on  the 
Sherburne  National  Wildlife  Refuge. 
Minnesota,  only  on  the  areas  designated 
by  signs  as  being  open  to  fishing.  These 
areas  comprising  approximately  1,000 
acres  are  delineated  on  maps  available 
at  the  refuge  headquarters  and  from 
the  office  of  the  Regional  Director.  U  S. 
Fish  and  Wildlife  Service,  Federal  Build¬ 
ing.  Fort  Snelling,  Twin  Cities.  Minneso¬ 
ta  55111.  Sport  fishing  shall  be  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  all  applicable  State  reg¬ 
ulations  subject  to  the  following  condi¬ 
tions: 

(a)  The  open  season  for  sport  fishing 
extends  from  May  1,  1977  through  Feb¬ 
ruary  28,  1978,  inclusive. 

(b>  During  periods  when  no  ice  exists, 
fishing  activity  is  confined  to  the  St. 
Francis  River. 

(c)  Access  to  all  fish  areas  is  permitted 
only  at  designated  access  sites. 

(d)  Boats,  without  motors,  may  be 
u.sed  on  the  St.  Francis  River  only  from 
designated  access  sites. 

(e)  The  use  of  snowmobiles,  all  terrain 
vehicles,  trail  bikes,  motorcycles,  mini¬ 
bikes,  and  other  such  conveyances  are 
prohibited  on  the  refuge  at  all  times. 

The  provisions  of  this  special  regula¬ 
tion  supplement  the  regulations  which 
govern  fishing  on  wildlife  refuge  areas 
generally  which  are  set  forth  in  Title  50 
Code  of  Federal  Regulations,  Part  33. 


The  public  is  invited  to  offer  suggestions 
and  comments  at  any  time. 

Note  — The  U.S.  Pish  and  Wildlife  Service 
has  determined  that  this  document  does 
not  contain  a  major  proposal  requiring  prep¬ 
aration  of  an  Economic  Impact  Statement 
under  Executive  Order  11949  and  OMB  Cir¬ 
cular  A-107. 

John  E.  Wilbrecht. 

Refuge  Manager. 

April  7.  1977. 

I  PR  Doc.77-14290  Filed  6-18-77:8:45  amj 


PART  33— SPORT  FISHING 

Special  Regulations  Sport  Fishing  for 
Individual  Wildlife  Refuge  Areas 

AGENCY:  Fish  and  WUdlife  Service.  De¬ 
partment  of  the  Interior. 

ACTION:  Final  rule. 

SUMMARY:  This  rule  permits  fishing 
on  Lake  Ilo  National  Wildlife  Refuge. 
Dunn  Center,  North  Dakota.  The  Fish 
and  W'ildlife  Service  must  establish  a 
new  fishing  season  for  each  year.  The 
intended  effect  of  this  action  is  to  allow 
sport  fishing  on  Lake  Ilo  National  Wild¬ 
life  Refuge  under  regulations  of  the 
Pish  and  Wildlife  Service. 

EFFECTIVE  DATES:  May  7.  1977, 
through  September  30.  1977. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CON¬ 
TACT: 

Charles  Peck  (701-385-4468). 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 
The  purpose  of  this  document  is  to  per¬ 


mit  sport  fishing  on  Lake  Ilo  National 
Wildlife  Refuge  from  May  7,  1977, 
through  September  30.  1977.  This  action 
is  needed  to  fulfill  requirements  found 
in  CFR  Title  50.  Chapter  I,  §§  33.1,  33.2, 
33.3,  and  33.4.  The  area  open  to  fishing 
comprises  1,050  acres,  and  is  delineated 
on  maps  available  at  refuge  headquar¬ 
ters,  1  mile  west  of  Dunn  Center,  North 
Dakota,  and  from  the  Area  Manager, 
U.S.  Pish  and  Wildlife  Service,  Post  Of¬ 
fice  Box  1897,  Bismarck,  Nor^  Dakota 
58501.  Sport  fishing  shall  be  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  all  applicable  State  regula¬ 
tions.  subject  to  the  following  special 
conditions: 

(I)  Pishing  at  all  times  shall  be  lim¬ 
ited  to  daylight  hours  only. 

The  provisions  of  this  special  regula¬ 
tion  supplement  the  regulations  which 
govern  fishing  on  wildlife  refuge  areas 
generally  which  are  set  forth  in  Title  50, 
Code  of  Federal  Regulations,  Part  33. 
and  are  effective  through  September  30. 
1977. 

Note. — The  Pish  and  Wildlife  Service  has 
determined  that  this  document  does  not 
contain  a  major  propo.sal  requiring  prepara¬ 
tion  of  an  Economic  Impact  Statement  un¬ 
der  Executive  Order  11949  and  OMB  Circular 
A-107. 

Charles  S.  Peck, 
Project  Leader,  Lake  Ilo  Na¬ 
tional  Wildlife  Refuge,  Dunn 
Center,  North  Dakota  58626. 

May  2. 1977. 

|FR  Doc  77-14344  Piled  5-18-77:8:48  am) 
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proposedrules 


This  section  of  the  FEDERAL  REGISTER  contains  notices  to  the  public  of  the  proposed  issuance  of  rules  and  regulations.  The  purpose  of 
these  notices  is  to  give  interested  persons  an  opportunity  to  participate  in  the  rule  making  prior  to  the  adoption  of  the  final  rules. 


DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRICULTURE 

Agricultural  Marketing  Service 
[  7  CFR  Part  201  ] 

FEDERAL  SEED  ACT  REGULATIONS 

Proposed  Amendments  to  Standards  for 
Certified  Seed 

AGENCY:  Agricultural  Maxiceting  Serv¬ 
ice,  USDA. 

ACTION:  Proposed  rule  and  notice  of 
hearing. 

SUMMARY:  The  proposed  amendments 
would  change  the  land  requirements, 
isolation,  and  restriction  of  contaminat¬ 
ing  plants  for  growing  certified  classes 
of  seed  of  certain  cnH>s  so  as  to  maintain 
varietal  purity  in  an  effective  and  prac¬ 
ticable  manner. 

DATES:  Comments  by  June  10,  1977. 

ADDRESS:  Send  comments,  in  dupli¬ 
cate,  to  the  Hearing  Clerk,  USDA,  Room 
1077,  South  Building,  Washington,  D.C. 
20250. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CON- 
TACT: 

Clyde  R.  Edwards,  Chief,  Seed  Branch, 
Grain  and  Seed  Division,  Agricultural 
Marketing  Service,  Department  of  Ag¬ 
riculture,  Washington,  D.C.  20250, 
202-447-9340. 

SUPPLEMENTAL  INFORMATION:  The 
Agricultural  Marketing  Service  is  con¬ 
sidering  amendments  of  the  regulations 
under  the  Federal  Seed  Act  to  change 
certain  standards  for  certified  seed. 

Under  section  402  of  the  Federal  Seed 
Act,  as  amended  (7  U.S.C.  1592) ,  and  the 
administrative  procedure  provisions  (rf  5 
U.S.C.  553,  notice  is  hereby  given  of  in¬ 
tention  to  amend  the  Part  201  regula¬ 
tions  (7  CFR  Part  201)  under  the  Act. 

A  public  hearing  with  respect  to  the 
proposed  amendments  will  be  held  on 
June  10,  1977  at  9:00  a.m.,  in  Room  2096, 
South  Agricultural  Building,  14th  and 
Independence  Avenue  SW.,  Washington, 
D.C.  Interested  persons  may  appear  at 
the  hearing  to  present  oral  or  written 
data  or  views  relative  to  the  proposed 
amendments.  Also,  written  data  and 
views  may  be  submitted,  in  duplicate,  to 
the  Hearing  Clerk,  U.S.  Department  of 
Agriculture,  Room  1077,  South  Building, 
Washington,  D.C.  20250  not  later  than 
June  10,  1977.  Data  or  views  submitted 
in  writing  will  be  given  the  same  consid¬ 
eration  as  data  or  views  presented  orally 
at  the  hearing. 

All  written  data  and  views  filed  with 
the  Hearing  Clerk,  and  a  transcript  or 
summary  of  the  public  hearing,  will  be 
available  to  the  public  for  inspection  at 
the  Office  of  the  Hearing  Clerk  during 
official  hours  of  business. 


A  final  decision  in  this  matter  will  be 
based  on  the  written  data  and  views  filed 
with  the  Hearing  Clerk,  the  transcript  or 
summary  of  the  public  hearing,  and 
other  information  available  to  the  De¬ 
partment.  A  notice  of  promulgation  will 
be  published  in  the  Federal  Register 
after  the  hearing.  It  is  planned  that  the 
amendments  will  be  made  effective  not 
later  than  September  1, 1977. 

The  substantive  pr(^x>sed  changes  are 
summarized  as  follows:  1.  Land  require¬ 
ments  for  cowpea,  field  pea.  and  mung 
bean  would  be  made  more  strict  by  re¬ 
quiring,  if  the  crop  the  previous  year  was 
the  same  kind,  that  it  must  have  been  of 
certified  class  equal  to  or  superior  to  that 
of  the  crop  being  certified.  The  current 
regulation  only  requires  that  it  have 
been  a  class  of  certified  seed  of  the  same 
variety. 

2.  Isolation  for  all  classes  of  certified 
cowpea  seed  would  be  relaxed  from  10 
feet  to  any  distance  adequate  to  prevent 
mechanical  mixture. 

3.  Isolation  for  the  Registered  and 
Certified  classes  of  crambe  would  be  re¬ 
laxed  by  requiring  only  10  feet  between 
fields  of  classes  of  the  same  variety. 

4.  Isolation  for  different  classes  of  the 
same  variety  of  milkvetch  would  be  re¬ 
laxed  by  changing  the  distance  from  25 
percent  of  the  required  distance  from 
ether  varieties  to  10  feet. 

5.  Field  standards  for  cowpea  and 
mung  bean  would  be  made  more  strict 
by  increasing  the  minimum  niunber  of 
plants  of  the  certified  variety  per  each 
off -type  plant. 

It  is  proposed  to  amend  7  CFR  Part 
201  as  follows: 

§201.75  (Amended] 

1.  Section  201.76,  Table  5  would  be 
amended  as  follows: 

<a)  Under  land  requirements  for  cow¬ 
pea,  field  pea,  and  mung  bean,  delete 
superscript  “7”  and  add  superscript  “8.” 

( b)  Under  isolation  for  all  three  classes 
of  cowpea,  delete  “10”  and  insert  “0”  in 
lieu  thereof,  and  add  superscript  “23" 
for  all  three  classes. 

(c)  Under  isolation  for  the  Registered 
and  Certified  classes  of  crambe  add  the 
superscript  “24.” 

(d)  Under  isolation  for  all  classes  of 
milkvetch,  delete  superscript  “4”  and 
add.  superscript  “47.” 

(e)  Under  field  standards  for  cowpea 
and.  mung  bean  delete  “1,000,”  “500,”  and 
“200”  for  the  three  classes  and  insert  in 
lieu  thereof  “2,000,”  “1,000,”  and  “500” 
for  the  three  classes,  respectively. 

(f)  Footnote  20  would  be  reworded  as 
follows: 

“These  distances  apply  when  there  is  no 
border  removal.  Border  removal  applies  only 
tc>  fields  of  5  acres  or  more.  Removal  of  a  9- 
foot  border  (after  fiowering)  decreases  the 


required  distance  for  Foundation,  Registered 
and  Certified  seed  to  600,  225,  and  100  feet 
respectively,  for  cross-pollinated  species,  and 
to  30,  15,  15  feet  respectively  for  apomictlc 
and  self -pollinated  species.  Removal  of  a  15- 
foot  border  (after  flowering)  allows  a  fur¬ 
ther  decrease  to  450,  150,  and  75  feet  re¬ 
spectively,  for  cross-pollinated  species. 

(g)  Footnote  40  would  be  reworded  as 
follows: 

'"Isolation  between  varieties  shall  be  100 
feet  if  aerial  seeded  and  50  feet  of  ground 
broadcast. 

Done  at  Washington,  D.C.  on  May  13, 
1977. 

Irving  W.  Thomas, 
Acting  Administrator. 
(FR  Doc.77-14327  Filed  5-l»-77;8:45  am) 

DEPARTMENT  OF  JUSTICE 

Immigration  and  Naturalization  Service 
[8  CFR  Part  252] 

LANDING  OF  ALIEN  CREWMEN 

Proposal  To  Terminate  Program  for  Issu¬ 
ance  of  New  Permanent  Crewman’s 
Landing  Permits  and  Identification 
Cards  (Form  1-184) 

AGENCY:  Immigration  and  Naturaliza¬ 
tion  Service,  Justice. 

ACTION:  Notice  of  proposed  rule 
making. 

SUMMARY:  This  is  a  proposal  to  revoke 
the  regulation  of  the  Immigratitm  and 
Naturalization  Service  which  provides 
for  the  issuance  of  permanent  type  crew¬ 
man’s  landing  permits  to  nonimmigrant 
alien  crewmen.  These  permits  have  not 
been  issued  for  several  ye€u^  and  there¬ 
fore  the  Service  proposes  to  terminate 
the  program  formally  and  revoke  the 
regulation.  Formal  termination  of  the 
program  will  make  it  unnecessary  for  the 
Service  to  maintain  inventories  of  the 
permits  at  its  various  offices. 

DATE:  Representations  must  be  sub¬ 
mitted  on  or  before  June  20,  1977. 

ADDRESSES:  Please  submit  written 
representations,  in  duplicate,  to  the 
Commissioner  of  Immigration  and  Nat¬ 
uralization,  425  Eye  Street  NW.,  Room 
7100,  Washington,  D.C.  20536. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CON¬ 
TACT: 

James  G.  Hoofnagle,  Jr.,  Instructions 
Officer,  Immigration  and  Naturaliza¬ 
tion  l^rvice,  425  Eye  Street  NW., 
Washington.  D.C.  20536,  Telephwie 
202-376-8373. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION : 
This  notice  of  proposed  rule  making  Is 
being  published  under  the  provisions  of 
section  553  of  TiUe  5  of  the  United 
States  Code  (80  Stat.  383) . 
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Under  the  regulations  of  the  Immigra¬ 
tion  and  Naturalizati(m  Service  set  forth 
in  8  CFR  252.1(d)(1),  a  nonimmigrant 
alien  crewman  serving  aboard  a  vessel 
or  aircraft  may  be  authorized  to  land 
temporarily  for  shore  leave  purposes  for 
a  period  not  exceeding  29  days,  if  the  ex¬ 
amining  immigration  ofiBcer  is  satisfied 
the  crewman  will  depart  on  the  same 
vessel  on  which  he  arrived  or  on  an¬ 
other  aircraft  of  the  same  transportation 
line,  and  the  crewman’s  passport  is  sur¬ 
rendered  to  the  master  of  the  arriving 
vessel. 

The  existing  Service  regulations  at  8 
CFR  252.4(a)  provide  that  a  nonimmi¬ 
grant  alien  crewman  who  seeks  to  land 
temporarily  in  the  United  States  under 
the  conditions  set  forth  in  8  CFR  252.1 
(d)(1)  who  is  employed  on  a  passenger 
vessel  with  a  complement  of  100  or  more 
nonimmigrant  alien  crewmen  which 
makes  regular  trips  to  the  United  States 
may  apply  fw  a  permanent  type  crew¬ 
man’s  landing  permit  and  identification 
card  which  is  yalid  indefinitely  for  an 
unlimited  number  of  conditional  land¬ 
ings.  without  endorsement. 

The  Service  has  not  issued  any  of  these 
cards  for  the  past  several  years.  'Hiere- 
fore.  it  is  proposed  to  discontinue  the 
program  formally  and  revere  the  regu¬ 
lations  which  provide  for  issuance  of  new 
permanent  crewman’s  landing  permits 
and  identification  cards. 

The  Service  is  not  prooosing  to  revoke 
those  permanent  crewman’s  landing  oer- 
mits  which  are  presentlv  outstanding, 
and  they  will  remain  valid  unless  revoked 
for  a  cause  specified  in  8  CFR  252.4  as 
hereinafter  set  forth. 

The  regulations  and  procedures  in  8 
CFR  252.1(d)  (1)  under  which  nonimmi¬ 
grant  alien  crewmen  may  be  granted  per- 
missiem  to  land  temporarily  for  shore 
leave  purposes  will  remain  in  effect,  and 
crewmen  determined  to  be  eligible  for 
shore  leave  under  that  regulation  will  be 
issued  Form  1-95  which  will  be  valid  for 
a  number  of  conditional  landings  in  this 
country  upon  endorsement  by  an  immi¬ 
gration  officer. 

Written  representations  concerning 
this  proposed  rule  are  invited  and  should 
be  sent  to  the  Commissioner  of  Immigra¬ 
tion  and  Naturalization  at  the  above  ad¬ 
dress  on  or  before  the  date  indicated. 
Oral  representations  may  not  be  sub¬ 
mitted  in  any  manner  and  will  not  be 
considered.  All  relevant  written  repre¬ 
sentations  submitted  on  or  before  the 
closing  date  for  representations  will  be 
considered. 

In  the  light  of  the  foregoing,  it  is  pro¬ 
posed  to  amend  Chapter  I  of  Title  8  of 
the  Code  of  Federal  Regulations  as  set 
forth  below; 

It  is  proposed  to  revise  8  CFR  252.4  by 
revoking  8  CFR  252.4(a) .  and  by  redesig¬ 
nating  existing  8  CFR  252.4(b)  as  8  CFR 
252.4.  and  republishing  it  without  change. 
As  revised.  8  CFR  252.4  reads  as  follows: 

§  252.4  Permanent  landing  permit  and 
identilieation  card.  Form  1—184. 

A  Form  1-184  is  valid  until  revoked. 
It  shall  be  revoked  when  an  immigration 
officer  finds  that  the  crewman  is  in  the 
United  States  in  willful  violation  of  the 


terms  and  conditions  of  his  admission,  or 
that  he  is  inadmissible  to  the  United 
States.  On  revocation,  the  Form  1-184 
shall  be  surrendered  to  an  immigratibn 
officer.  No  appeal  shall  lie  from  the  rev¬ 
ocation  of  Form  1-184. 

(Sec.  103  and  252(b):  8  U.S.C.  1103  and 
1282(a).) 

Dated:  May  12, 1977. 

Carl  J.  Wack,  Jr.. 

Acting  Commissioner  of 
Immigration  and  Naturalization. 
(PR  Doc.77-14256  Piled  5-18-77:8:45  ami 

DEPARTMENT  OF 
TRANSPORTATION 
Federal  Aviation  Administration 
[  14  CFR  Part  71  ] 

(Airspsiee  Docket  No.  77-NB-9| 

EDWARD  F.  KNAPP  STATE  AIRPORT. 
BARRE-MONTPELIER.  VT.' 

Alteration  of  Control  Zone  and  TOO-foot 
Transition  Area 

AGENCY;  Federal  Aviation  Administra¬ 
tion.  DOT.  , 

ACTION ;  Notice  of  proposed  rule 
making. 

SUMMARY:  This  notice  (NPRM)  pro¬ 
poses  to  amend  the  description  of  the 
Barre-Montpelier,  Vermont,  control 
zone  and  700-foot  transition  area.  This 
change  would  create  more  controlled 
airspace  for  aircraft  executing  a  revised 
instrument  approach  procedure 
(Amendment  5)  to  VOR  Runway  35  at 
the  Edward  F.  Knapp  State  Airport, 
Barre-Montpelier,  Vermont. 

DATES:  Comments  on  or  before 
June  19,  1977.  (Proposed  effective  date: 
August  11. 1977.) 

ADDRESSES:  Comments  in  duplicate 
to:  Federal  Aviation  Administration. 
Office  of  the  Regional  Counsel,  ANE-7. 
Attn;  Rules  Docket  Clerk,  Docket  No. 

>  77-NE-9,  12  New'  England  Executive 
Park.  Bui'lington.  Massachusetts  01803. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CON- 
•  TACT; 

Richard  G.  Carlson.  Operations  Proce¬ 
dures  and  Airspace  Branch.  ANE-536. 
Air  Traffic  Division.  Federal  Aviation 
Administration.  12  New  England  Exe¬ 
cutive  Park.  Burlington.  Massachu¬ 
setts  01803. (617-273-7285.) 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 
Interested  persons  are  invited  to  partici- 
oate  in  the  making  of  the  proposed  rule 
by  submitting  such  written  data,  views, 
or  arguments  as  they  may  desire.  The 
proposals  contained  in  this  notice  may 
be  changed  in  the  light  of  comments  re¬ 
ceived.  All  comments  will  be  available, 
both  before  and  after  the  closing  date 
for  comments,  in  the  Rules  Docket  for 
examination  by  interested  persons.  A  re¬ 
port  summarizing  each  public  contact 
with  FAA  personnel  concerned  with  this 
rule  making  will  be  filed  in  the  public 
regulatory  docket. 

‘  Map  Aled  as  part  of  original 


Persons  desiring  copies  of  the  NPRM 
should  contact:  Rules  Docket  Clerk.  Of¬ 
fice  of  the  Regional  Counsel.  ANE-7. 
Federal  Aviation  Administration.  12  New 
England  Executive  Park.  Burlington, 
Massachusetts  01803. 

This  amendment  would  convert  un¬ 
controlled  airspace  to  controlled  airspace 
in  the  vicinity  of  Barre-Montpelier.  Ver¬ 
mont.  'The  FAA  has  determined  that  this 
amendment  to  the  Barre-Montpelier, 
Vermont,  control  z(me  and  700-f<x>t  tran¬ 
sition  area  is  necessary  to  provide  con¬ 
trolled  airspace  for  aircraft  executing  a 
revised  instrument  approach  procedure 
(Amendment  5)  to  VOR  Runw-ay  35  at 
the  Edward  F.  Knapp  State  Airport. 
Barre-Montpelier,  Vermont. 

The  principal  authors  of  this  docu¬ 
ment  are  Richard  G.  Carlson.  Air  Traffic 
Division,  and  George  L.  'rhwnpson.  Of¬ 
fice  of  the  Regional  Counsel,  Northeast 
Region. 

Accordingly,  the  Federal  Aviation  Ad¬ 
ministration  proposes  to  amend  the  de¬ 
scription  of  the  Barre-Montpelier,  Ver¬ 
mont.  control  zone  and  700-foot  transi¬ 
tion  area  in  Sections  71.171  and  71.181 
of  Part  71  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Regu¬ 
lations  (14  CFR  71.171  and  71.181).  ef¬ 
fective  August  11,  1977,  to  read  as 
follows: 

§  71.171  Monipelirr,  Vermont,  Control 
Zone. 

“Within  a  6-mlle  radius  of  the  center,  lat. 
44<'12’15"  N..  long.  72«33'45"  W..  of  Edward 
F.  Knapp  (Barre-Montpelier)  State  Airport, 
Barre-Montpelier,  Vermont;  within  3  miles 
each  side  of  the  Montpelier  VOR,  lat. 
44*12'41"  N..  long  72*33  45"  W..  163*  radial 
extending  from  the  6-mlle  radius  zone  to  8.5 
miles  south  of  the  VOR:  within  2  miles  each 
side  of  the  center  line  of  Runway  23  extend¬ 
ing  from  the  6-mlle  radius  zone  to  8  miles 
southwest  of  the  end  of  Runway  23." 

§  71.181  Monipelirr,  Vermont,  700-rool 
transition  area. 

“That  airspace  extending  upward  from  700 
feet  above  the  surface  within  a  10-mlle  ra¬ 
dius  of  the  center,  lat.  44°12'15"  N.,  long. 
72o33'45"  W..  of  Edward  P.  Knapp  (Barre- 
Montpelier)  State  Airport.  Barre-Montpelier, 
Vermont:  within  6  5  miles  west  and  5  miles 
east  of  the  Montpelier  VOR.  lat.  44*12'4r' 
N.,  long.  72*33'45"  W..  163»  radial  extending 
from  the  10-mile  radius  zone  to  17.5  miles 
south  of  the  VOR;  within  4.5  miles  each  side 
of  the  Mount  Mansfleld  NDB.  lat.  44°23'0r' 
N..  long.  72<'42  00  "  W  .  332'  and  152»  bearing 
from  the  NDB.  extending  from  the  10-mlle 
radius  zone  to  10.5  miles  northwest  of  the 
NDB,  excluding  that  portion  within  the  Mor- 
rlsvllle,  Vermont,  transition  area.” 

(Sec.  307(a)  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Act  of 
1958  (72  Stat.  749;  49  U  S  C.  1348(a) )  and  of 
Sec.  6(c)  of  the  Department  of  Transporta¬ 
tion  Act  (49  U.S.C.  1655(c)).) 

Note. — The  Federal  Aviation  Administra¬ 
tion  has  determined  that  this  document  doeS 
not  contain  a  major  proposal  requiring  prep¬ 
aration  of  an  Economic  Impact  Statement 
under  Executive  Order  11821,  as  amended  by 
Executive  Order  11949.  and  OMB  Circular 
A-107. 

Issued  in  Burlington.  Massachusetts, 
on  April  27.  1977. 

William  E.  Crosby, 
Acting  Director. 

New  England  Region. 

(FR  Doc  77-14114  Filed  5-18-77;8;45  amj 
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[14CFRPart71] 

{Airspace  Docket  No.  77-CE-121 

LINCOLN  MUNICIPAL  AIRPORT,  NEB.' 
Proposed  Alteration  of  Federal  Aimray 

AGENCY :  Federal  Aviation  Administra- 
tkm,  DOT. 

ACTION:  Notice  of  proposed  rule  mak¬ 
ing. 

SUMMARY;  This  notice  proposes  to 
establish  three  airway  segments  in  Ne¬ 
braska  and  to  exclude  two  of  them  from 
the  Lincoln  Military  Operations  Area 
<MOA)  during  the  time  that  the  MOA 
is  active  to  permit  sharing  of  the  air¬ 
space  for  civil  or  military  use.  TTiis  action 
is  necessary  to  accommodate  a  type  of 
military  training  that  is  not  normally 
conducted  in  airways,  and  for  which  suit¬ 
able  airspace  is  not  readily  available  else¬ 
where.  Since  nonregulatory  action  to 
establish  the  Lincoln  MOA  depends  on 
the  airwa:/s  being  excluded,  the  descrip¬ 
tion  of  the  MOA  is  included  in  this  notice 
for  conside.'-ation. 

DATES;  Co;nments  must  be  received  on 
or  before  June  16. 1977. 

ADDRESSES:  Send  comments  on  the 
proposal  in  triplicate  to; 

Director,  FAA  Central  Region,  Attention: 
Chief,  Air  Traffic  Division,  Docket  No.  77- 
CE-12,  PAA,  601  E.  12th  Street,  Kansas  City, 
Mo.  64106. 

The  official  docket  may  be  examined  at 
the  following  location: 

PAA  Office  of  the  Chief  Counsel  Rules 
Docket,  (AOC-24),  Room  916,  800  Inde¬ 
pendence  Avenue  SW.,  Washington,  D.C. 
20591. 

An  informal  docket  may  be  examined 
at  the  office  of  the  Regional  Air  Traffic 
Division. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CX)N- 
TACT; 

Mr.  Everett  L.  McKisson,  Airspace 
Regulations  Branch  (AAT-230),  Air¬ 
space  and  Air  Traffic  Rules  Division, 
Air  Traffic  Service.  Federal  Aviation 
Administration,  800  Independence 
Avenue  SW..  Washington,  D.C.  20591. 
(202-426-3715.) 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 
Comments  Invited 

Interested  persons  may  participate  in 
the  proposed  rule  making  by  submitting 
such  written  data,  views  or  arguments  as 
they  may  desire.  Communications  should 
identify  the  airspace  docket  number  and 
be  submitted  in  triplicate  to  the  Director, 
Central  Region,  Attention:  Chief,  Air 
Traffic  Division,  Federal  Aviation  Admin¬ 
istration,  601  E.  12th  Street,  Kansas  City, 
Mo.  64106.  All  communications  received 
on  or  before  June  16,  1977,  will  be  con¬ 
sidered  before  action  is  taken  on  the  pro¬ 
posed  amendment.  The  proposal  con¬ 
tained  in  this  notice  may  be  changed  in 
the  light  of  comments  received.  All  com¬ 
ments  submitted  will  be  available,  both 
before  and  after  the  closing  date  for  com- 
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ments,  in  the  Rules  Docket  for  examina- 
tkm  by  interested  persons. 

.  Availability  or  NPRM 

Any  person  may  obtain  a  copy  of  this 
notice  of  proposed  rule  making  (NPRM) 
by  submitting  a  request  to  the  Federal 
Aviation  Administration,  Office  of  Public 
Affairs,  Attention;  Public  Information 
Center.  APA-430,  800  Independence  Aver 
nue  SW.,  Washington.  D.C.  20591,  or  by 
calling  (202  )  426-8058.  Communications 
must  identify  the  docket  number  of  this 
NPRM.  Persons  interested  in  being 
placed  on  a  mailing  list  for  future  NPRMs 
should  also  request  a  copy  of  Advisory 
Circular  No.  11-2  which  describes  the  ap¬ 
plication  procedures. 

Proposal 

The  FAA  is  considering  an  amend¬ 
ment  to  Part  71  of  the  Federal  Aviation 
Regulations  (14  CFR  Part  71)  that 
would  designate  VOR  Federal  airways 
identified  as  V-60  from  the  Hastings, 
Nebr.,  direct  to  Pawnee  City,  Nebr.;  V- 
61  from  Grand  Island,  Nebr.,  direct  to 
Pawnee  City  and  V-79  from  Hastings 
direct  to  Lincoln,  Nebr.  Both  V-50  and 
V-61  would  exclude  the  Lincoln  MOA 
during  the  time  it  is  activated  by  NO 
TAM.  The  Lincoln  MOA  is  proposed  to 
be  established  as  follows: 

Lincoln  MOA 

Boundaries;  Beginning  at  Lat.  40*45'00" 
N.,  Long.  97*00'00”  W..  to  Lat.  40*12'00''  N.. 
Long.  97*00'00  "  W.,  to  Lat.  40*03  00"  N.. 
Long.  98*10  00"  W.,  to  Lat.  40*24  00"  N.. 
Long.  98°10'00"  W.,  to  point  of  beginning. 

Altitudes:  8,000  feet  M6L  to  but  not  In¬ 
cluding  PL  180. 

Time  of  use.  By  NOTAM  {Normally  0900- 
1600  Local,  Tuesday-Sunday) . 

Controlling  agency;  Federal  Aviation  Ad¬ 
ministration,  Minneapolis  ARTC  Center. 

Scheduling  agency:  Commander,  155  Tac¬ 
tical  Reconnaissance  Oroup  (ANO)  Lincoln 
Municipal  Airport,  Lincoln,  Nebraska. 

Drafting  Information 

The  principal  authors  of  this  docu¬ 
ment  are  Everett  L.  McKisson,  Air  Traf¬ 
fic  Service,  and  Jack  P.  Ziinmn-man,  Of¬ 
fice  of  the  Chief  Counsel. 

Proposed  Amendment 

Accordingly,  the  Federal  Aviation  Ad¬ 
ministration  proposes  to  amend  {  71.123 
of  Part  71  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Regu¬ 
lations  (14  CFR  Part  71)  as  republished 
(42  FR  307)  as  follows: 

••V-50  Prom  Hastings,  Nebr.,  via  Pawnee 
City,  Nebr.,  excluding  the  Lincoln  MOA  dur¬ 
ing  the  time  that  the  MOA  is  activated  by 
NOTAM.”  is  added. 

'‘V-61  Prom  Grand  Island,  Nebr.,  to 
Pawnee  City,  Nebr.,  excluding  the  Lincoln 
MOA  during  the  time  that  the  MOA  is 
activated  by  NOTAM,”  is  added. 

•■V-79  Prom  Hastings.  Nebr.,  to  Lincoln, 
Nebr.”  is  added. 

(Sec.  307(a).  Federal  Aviation  Act  of  1958 
(49  U.S.C.  1348(a));  sec.  6(c).  Department 
of  Transportation  Act  (49  U.S.C.  1655(c)); 
and  14  CFR  11.65.) 

Note. — The  FAA  has  determined  that  this 
document  does  not  contain  a  major  proposal 
requiring  preparation  of  an  Economic  Im¬ 
pact  Statement  under  Executive  Order 


11821,  as  amended  by  Executive  Order  11949, 
and  OMB  Circular  A-107. 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on 
May  II,  1977. 

William  E.  Broadwater, 

Chief,  Airspace  and  Air 
Traffic  Rules  Dwision. 
(PR  Doc.77-14008  Piled  5-13-77;8:45  am| 


[14  CFR  Part  71] 

{Airspace  Docket  No.  Tl-CE-lO] 

O’NEILL  MILITARY  OPERATIONS  AREA^ 
Proposed  Alteration  of  Federal  Airway 

AGENCY:  Federal  Aviation  Administra¬ 
tion,  DOT. 

ACmON:  Notice  of  proposed  rule  mak¬ 
ing. 

SUMMARY :  This  notice  proposes  to  ex¬ 
clude  V-71  and  V-380  airways  from  the 
O’Neill  Military  Operations  Area  (MOA) 
during  the  time  that  the  MOA  is  active 
to  permit  sharing  of  the  airspace  for 
civil  or  military  use.  This  action  is  neces¬ 
sary  to  accommodate  a  type  of  military 
training  that  is  not  normally  (xinducted 
in  airways,  and  for  which  suitable  air¬ 
space  is  not  readily  available  elsewhere. 
Since  nonregulatory  action  to  establish 
the  O’Neill  MOA  depends  an  the  airway 
being  excluded,  the  description  of  the 
MOA  is  included  in  this  no^e  tor  con¬ 
sideration. 

DATE:  (Comments  must  be  received  on 
or  before  June  16,  1977. 

ADDRESSES:  Send  comments  on  the 
proposal  in  triplicate  to:  Director.  PAA 
Central  Region,  Attention;  Chief,  Air 
’Traffic  Division.  Docket  No.  77-CE-lO, 
PAA,  601  E.  12th  Street,  Kansas  City, 
Mo.  64106. 

’ITie  official  d<x:ket  may  be  examined 
at  the  following  location;  FAA  Office  of 
the  (Thief  Counsel.  Rules  Docket,  (AOC- 
24).  Room  916,  800  Indepencience  Ave¬ 
nue  SW..  Washington.  D.C.  20591. 

An  informal  docket  may  be  examined 
at  the  office  of  the  Regional  Air  ’Traffic 
Division. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CON- 
TACTT: 

Mr.  Everett  L.  McKisson,  Airspace 
Regulations  Branch  (AAT-230),  Air¬ 
space  and  Air  ’Traffic  Rules  Division, 
Air  Traffic  Service,  Federal  Aviation 
Administration,  800  Independence 
Avenue  SW..  Washington,  D.C.  20591. 
(202-426-3715.) 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INPORMA’TION: 
Comments  Invited 

Interested  persons  may  participate  in 
the  proposed  rule  making  bv  submitting 
such  written  data,  views  or  arguments 
as  thev  mav  desire.  Communications 
should  identify  the  airspace  docket  num¬ 
ber  and  be  submitted  in  triplicate  to  the 
Director,  Central  Region,  Attention: 
Chief.  Air  Traffic  Division,  Federal  Avia¬ 
tion  Administration,  601  E.  12th  Street, 


■  Map  fUed  as  part  of  original. 
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Kansas  City.  Mo.  64106.  All  communica¬ 
tions  received  <mi  or  before  June  16,  1977, 
will  be  considered  before  action  is  taken 
on  the  proposed  amendment.  The  pro¬ 
posal  contained  in  this  docket  may  be 
changed  in  the  light  of  comments  re¬ 
ceived.  All  comments  submitted  will  be 
available,  both  before  and  after  the  clos¬ 
ing  date  for  comments,  in  the  Rules 
Docket  for  examination  by  interested 
persons. 

Availability  of  NPRM 

Any  person  may  obtain  a  copy  of  this 
notice  of  proposed  rule  making  (NPRM) 
by  submitting  a  request  to  the  Federal 
Aviation  Administration.  Office  of  Pub¬ 
lic  Affairs,  Attention:  Public  Informa¬ 
tion  Center.  APA-430.  800  Independence 
Avenue  SW..  Washington.  D.C.  20591.  or 
by  calling  (202)  426-8058.  Communica¬ 
tions  must  identify  the  docket  number 
of  this  NPRM.  Persons  interested  in  be¬ 
ing  placed  on  a  mailing  list  for  future 
NPRMs  should  also  request  a  copy  of 
Advisory  Circular  No.  11-2  which  de¬ 
scribes  the  application  procedures. 

Proposal 

The  PAA  is  considering  an  amend¬ 
ment  to  Part  71  of  the  Federal  Aviation 
Regulations  (14  CFR  Part  71)  to  exclude 
VOR  Federal  airways  identified  as  V-71 
and  V-380  from  the  O’Neill  MUitary  Op¬ 
erations  Area  (MOA)  during  the  time 
that  the  MOA  is  active.  This  action 
would  permit  sharing  of  the  airspace  for 
civil  use  and  military  training  in  an  area 
proposed  to  be  established  as  follows: 

O'Neill  MOA 

Boundaries:  Beginning  at  Lat.  42*22'00" 
N..  Long..  98°23'00"  W.;  to  Lat.  42'20'00''  N.. 
Long.  97*46'00''  W.;  to  Lat.  41*53'00”  N.. 
Long.  97*46'00"  W.;  to  Lat.  41*27'00’'  N, 

Long.  98*24 '00”  W.:  to  Lat.  41  •26  00"  N., 

Long.  98"53’00”  W.;  to  Lat.  42*13'00”  N.. 

Long.  98*S3'00"  W.;  to  Lat.  42*15  00  '  N., 

Long.  98*51 '00"  W.;  thence  via  the  15  NM 
arc  of  ONL  Vortac  to  point  of  beginning. 

Altitudes :  500  feet  AOL  to  but  not  Includ¬ 
ing  PL  180. 

Time  of  use:  By  NOT  AM  (normally  1000 
to  2200  local  time.  'Tuesday  through  Sun¬ 
day). 

Controlling  agency:  Federal  Aviation  Ad¬ 
ministration,  Minneapolis  AR'TC  Center. 

Scheduling  agency:  Commander,  156th 
'Tactical  Reconnaissance  Oroup  (ANO),  Lin¬ 
coln  Municipal  Airport.  Lincoln,  Nebr. 

Drafting  Information 

The  principal  authors  of  this  docu¬ 
ment  are  Everett  L.  McKisson,  Air  Traf¬ 
fic  Service,  and  Jack  P.  Zimmerman. 
Office  of  the  Chief  Counsel. 

Proposed  Amendment 

Accordingly,  the  Federal  Aviation  Ad¬ 
ministration  proposes  to  amend  S  71.123 
of  Part  71  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Regu- 
laticms  (14  CFR  Part  71)  as  r^ublished 
(42  FR  307)  by  adding  the  following  to 
the  definition  of  V-71  and  V-380  airways. 

The  airspace  within  the  O’Neill  MOA  is 
excluded  during  the  time  that  the  MOA  Is 
activated  by  NOTAM. 

(Sec.  307(a)  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Act  of 
1958  (  49  n.S.C.  1348(a));  sec.  6(c),  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Transnortation  Act  (49  U.S.C.  1655 
(c));  and  14  CFR  11.65.) 


PROPOSED  RULES 

Note. — 'The  PAA  has  determined  that  this 
document  does  not  contain  a  major  proposal 
requiring  preparation  of  an  Economic  Impact 
Statement  under  Executive  Order  11821.  as 
amended  by  Executive  Order  11949,  and  OMB 
Circular  A-107. 

Issued  in  Washington.  D.C.,  on  May  11. 
1977. 

William  E.  Broadwater. 

Chief.  Airspace  and  Air 
Traffic  Rules  Division. 

|FR  Doc.77-14007  Filed  5-13-77;8:45  am) 


POSTAL  RATE  COMMISSION 

[39  CFR  Part  3001] 

I  Docket  No.  RM77-3I 

PUBLIC  ATTENDANCE  AT  MEETINGS  OF 
THE  POSTAL  RATE  COMMISSION 

Proposed  Amendments  to  Rules 
Correction 

In  FR  Doc.  77-11604  appearing  at  page 
20639  of  the  issue  for  Thursday.  April  21, 
1977,  the  comment  date  in  the  third  line 
of  the  last  paragraph,  reading  “April  15, 
1977”,  should  read  “April  25.  1977”. 


ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION 
AGENCY 

[  40  CFR  Part  228  ] 

IFRL  723-51 
OCEAN  DUMPING 

Intent  To  Consider  Relocation  of  Municipal 
Sewage  Slud^  Dumping  and  Announce¬ 
ment  of  Public  Hearing 

Correction 

In  FR  Doc.  77-13139  appearing  at  page 
23163  in  the  Issue  for  Friday.  May  6, 
1977,  in  the  paragraph  Location  of  the 
Hearing.  “Ocean  City  College”  should 
read  “Ocean  County  College”. 

FEDERAL  COMMUNICATIONS 
COMMISSION 

[  47  CFR  Part  64  ] 

I  Docket  No.  20828) 

COMPUTER  INQUIRY 

Order  Extending  Time  for  Filing  Comments 
and  Reply  Comments 

AGENCY :  Federal  Communications 

Commission. 

ACTION:  Extenskm  of  time  for  filing 
comments. 

SUMMARY:  An  extension  of  time  for 
the  filing  of  conunents  and  reply  com¬ 
ments  in  the  Computer  Inquiry  is  being 
granted.  This  action  is  being  taken  in 
response  to  motion  for  extension  of  time 
filed  in  this  proceeding  and  will  extend 
the  respective  comment  dates  approxi¬ 
mately  three  weeks. 

DATES:  C<Mnments  must  be  received  on 
or  before  June  6.  1977,  and  Reply  Com¬ 
ments  must  be  received  on  or  before 
July  25.  1977. 

ADDRESSES:  Send  Cixniqents  to:  Fed¬ 
eral  Communications  Commission, 
Washington,  D.C.  20554. 
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FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CON¬ 
TACT: 

James  K.  Smith,  Common  Carrier  Bu¬ 
reau.  632-9342. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 
Adopted:  May  11. 1977. 

Released:  Mav  13. 1977. 

Order.  In  the  matter  of  amendment  of 
$64,702  of  the  Commission’s  rules  and 
regulations  (Computer  Inquiry),  Docket 
No.  20828. 

1.  On  May  9,  1977  American  Tele¬ 
phone  and  Telegraph  Company  (AT&T) 
and  American  Cable  and  Radio  Corpora¬ 
tion  (AC&R)  requested  that  additional 
time  be  allowed  for  the  filing  of  com¬ 
ments  and  reply  comments  in  Docket 
20828.  AT&T  has  requested  that  the  time 
for  filing  comments  be  extended  from 
May  16.  1977  to  June  6.  1977  and  that 
the  time  for  filing  reply  comment.s  be 
extended  from  June  30.  1977  to  July  23. 
1977.  AC&R  requested  that  the  time  for 
filing  initial  comments  be  extended  for 
two  weeks  until  May  30,  1977  (See  42 
FR  23615,  May  10.  1977). 

2.  AT&T. states  that  it  needs  more  time 
in  which  to  analyze  and  comment  (xi  the 
additional  itrais  of  inquiry  set  forth  in 
the  “Supplemental  Notice  of  Inquiry  and 
Enlargement  of  Proposed  Rulemaking”, 
released  March  8.  1977  (FCC  77-151). 
Moreover,  AT&T  states  that  it’s  having  a 
special  analysis  prepared  which  has  not 
yet  been  completed.  It  contends  that 
completion  of  the  analysis  and  AT&T’s 
own  subsequent  evaluation  cannot  be  ac¬ 
complished  within  the  time  frame  pres¬ 
ently  alloted  by  the  Commission.  AC&R 
cites  corporate  personnel  conflicts  as  the 
basis  for  its  request. 

3.  The  Supplemental  Notice  has  sub¬ 
stantially  broadened  the  scope  of  Docket 
20828.  and  particular  mentiem  was  made 
therein  of  the  possible  relevance  of  the 
1956  Consent  decree  to  certain  issues 
raised  in  the  Inquiry.  This  is  of  particu¬ 
lar  significance  to  ATfcT.  In  order  to 
permit  the  parties  to  develop  an  ade¬ 
quate  record,  and  that  the  Commission 
may  have  the  benefit  of  more  thorough 
comments,  we  believe  the  public  interest 
would  be  served  by  granting  the  request 
for  additional  time  in  which  to  comment. 
The  additional  time  requested  by  AT&T 
and  AC&R  is  relatively  short  and  will  not 
prejudice  other  participants  in  this  In¬ 
quiry.  Due  to  the  closeness  of  the  existing 
deadline  for  filing  comments  in  this  pro¬ 
ceeding.  pursuant  to  S1.45(e)  of  the 
Commission’s  rules,  we  are  taking  this 
action  without  waiting  for  responsive 
pleadings  to  be  filed. 

4.  Accordinglv,  the  motions  for  exten¬ 

sion  of  time  filed  by  AT&T  and  AC&R 
are  granted.  The  time  for  all  parties  to 
file  comments  and  reply  comments  in 
Docket  20828  is  hereby  extended  to 
June  6.  1977  and  July  25,  1977,’ 

respectively. 


*  since  AT&T’s  requested  date  of  July  23, 
1977  falls  on  a  Saturday,  we  are  extending 
the  date  for  filing  reply  comments  to  the 
foUowlng  Monday. 
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5.  This  action  is  taken  under  dele¬ 
gated  authority  pursuant  to  §  0.303(0 
of  the  Commission’s  rules  and  regula¬ 
tions. 

Walter  R.  Hinchman, 
Chief,  Common  Carrier  Bureau. 
|FR  Doc.77-14293  Filed  5-18-77;8;45  am| 

[  47  CFR  Part  73  ] 

[Docket  No.  211361 

EDUCATIONAL  BROADCAST  STATIONS 

Noncommercial  Nature;  Extension  of 
Comment  Period 

AGENCY :  Federal  Communications 

Commission. 

ACTION:  Extension  of  comment  period. 

SUMMARY:  This  document  extends 
the  comment  period  to  the  Notice  of  In¬ 
quiry  publish^  at  42  FR  15927. 

DATE;  Comments  must  be  received  on 
or  before  June  30, 1977. 

ADDRESS:  Send  comments  to:  Federal 
Communications  Commission,  Washing¬ 
ton,  D.C.  20554. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CON- 
XACT’  « 

Stephen  Sewell,  202-632-7048. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 

Order  Extending  Time  for  Filing  Com¬ 
ments  TO  the  Notice  of  Inquiry 

In  the  Matter  of  Commission  policy 
concerning  the  Noncommercial  Nature 
of  Educational  Broadcast  Stations, 
Docket  No.  21136. 

Adopted:  May  13.  1977. 

Released:  May  16,  1977. 

1.  The  Corporation  for  Public  Broad¬ 
casting.  National  Public  Radio,  the  Pub- 
lice  Broadcasting  Service  and  the  South¬ 
ern  Educational  Communications  Asso¬ 
ciation  have  petitioned  for  an  extension 
of  time  until  June  30,  1977  to  file  com¬ 
ments  in  response  to  the  Notice  of  In¬ 
quiry,  42  FR  15927  (March  24.  1977), 
FCC  77-162,  adopted  March  2.  1977,  re¬ 
leased  March  15,  1977.  Comments  are 
now  due  by  May  16, 1977. 

2.  The  parties  seeking  the  extension 
state  that  this  proceeding  is  the  first 
general  overview  of  the  regulation  of  ed¬ 
ucational  broadcasting  since  1970  and 
the  passage  of  the  long-range  funding 
bill  for  public  broadcasting,  and  that  the 
subjects  under  inquiry  are  of  great  im¬ 
portance  to  educational  broadcasters. 
The  parties  state  that  they  need  the  ad¬ 
ditional  time  to  consider  the  matters 
ratsed,  collect  the  information,  requested, 
and  prepare  responsive  comments. 

3.  We  believe  that  the  comments  of, 
and  information  submitted  by.  the  par¬ 
ties  will  be  particularly  helpful  to  the 
Commission  in  considering  the  matters 
Under  inquiry.  Accordingly,  we  believe 
that  the  grant  of  the  extension  request 
will  serve  the  public  interest. 

4.  Accordingly,  it  is  ordered.  That  the 
period  for  filing  comments  in  Docket  No. 
21136  is  hereby  extended  to  and  includ¬ 
ing  June  30, 1977. 


PROPOSED  RULES 

5.  This  action  is  taken  pursuant  to 
authority  ■  found  in  sections  4(i),  5(d) 
and  303(r>  of  the  Communications  Act 
of  1934.  as  amended,  and  §  0.281  of  the 
Commission’s  rules. 

Federal  Communications 
Commission. 

Wallace  E.  Johnson, 

Chief,  Broadcast  Bureau. 

|FR  Doc.77-14295  Filed  5-18-77:8:46  am) 


[  47  CFR  Part  73  ] 

TELEVISION  TABLE  OF  ASSIGNMENTS 

Adding  New  VHF  Stations  in  the  Top  100 
Markets;  Order  Extending  Time  for  Filing 
Comments  and  Reply  Comments 

AGENCY :  Federal  Communications 

Commission. 

ACTION;  Order. 

SUMMARY:  Order  extends  the  time  for 
filing  comments  and  reply  comments  by 
90  days  to  allow  parties  time  to  study 
materials  recently  released  that  were  a 
part  of  the  Commission’s  analysis  in  the 
VHF  Drop-In  Proceeding,  Docket  20418. 
A  separate  comment  period  will  be  es¬ 
tablished  by  subsequent  Order  when  the 
Johnstown-Altoona  ITS  terrain  study  is 
completed  and  made  available. 

DATES:  Comments  must  be  received  on 
or  before  August  22,  1977  and  reply  com¬ 
ments  must  be  received  on  or  before 
September  22,  1977. 

ADDRESSES:  Send  comments  to:  Fed¬ 
eral  Communications  Commission. 
Washington,  D.C.  20554. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CON¬ 
TACT: 

James  J.  Gross,  Policy  and  Rules  Di¬ 
vision  Broadcast  Bureau,  202-632-7792. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 
Adopted:  May  11, 1977, 

Released:  May  13.  1977. 

In  the  matter  of  petition  for  rulemak¬ 
ing  to  amend  television  table  of  assign¬ 
ments  to  add  new  VHF  stations  in  the  top 
100  markets  and  to  assure  that  the  new 
stations  maximize  diversity  of  ownership, 
control  and  programming.  Docket  No. 
20418;  RM-2346.  RM-2727. 

1.  The  Association  of  Maximum  Serv’- 
ice  Telecasters.  Inc.  (“MST”),  has  peti¬ 
tioned  the  Cwnmission  for  a  six-month 
extension  of  time  to  file  comments  in 
response  to  the  Memorandum  Opinion 
and  Order  and  Notice  of  Proposed  Rule 
Making  (“Notice”)  42  FR  16782 

(March  30.  1977);  63  F.C.C.  2d  - 

(adopted  March  7,  released  March  18. 
1977) .  Comments  are  now  due  by  May  20, 
1977,  and  reply  comments  by  June  20, 
1977.  . 

2.  The  request  for  additional  time  is 
joined  by  Holston  Valley  Broadcasting 
Corporation,  licensee  of  WKI*T-TV, 
Channel  19,  Kingsport.  Tennessee;  KSL. 
Incorporated,  licensee  of  KSL-TV,  Salt 


Lake  City.  Utah;  Storer  Broadcasting 
Company,  licensee  of  WJW-TV,  Cleve¬ 
land,  Ohio;  and  South  Central  Broad¬ 
casting  Corporation,  licensee  of  WTVK, 
Knoxville,  Tennessee.  The  Group  for  the 
Advancement  of  Television  Service, 
Johnstown,  Pennsylvania,  opposes  any 
long  term  postponement, 

3.  The  parties  seeking  the  extension 
state  that  the  docket  records  are  lengthy 
and  complex,  and  that  the  Commission 
relied  on  several  reports  and  studies  in 
its  deliberations,  which  were  not  put  in 
the  docket  until  after  release  of  the  No¬ 
tice.  They  believe  that  parties  should  be 
given  additional  time  to' study  these  re¬ 
ports  and  prepare  their  filings. 

4.  Two  studies  relied  upon  by  the  Com¬ 
mission  in  the  Drop-Ins  proceeding  were 
recently  completed  and  placed  in  the 
docket  record.  'They  are: 

(a)  Office  of  the  Chief  Engineer  Study 
of  Planning  Factors  (FCC/OCE  RS77- 
01);  and 

(b)  “Comparison  of  TV  Channel  Off¬ 
set  Frequencies:  Zone  Offset  and  10,010 
Hz  (Precise)  Offset  Project  No.  229-73" 
FCC  Laboratory  Division. 

The  availability  of  these  studies  was  an¬ 
nounced  May  3.  1977.  Under  these  cir¬ 
cumstances  we  find  it  appropriate  to 
grant  a  modest  extension  in  the  com¬ 
ment  period.  We  believe  that  an  exten¬ 
sion  of  90  days  should  be  sufficient  to 
enable  the  parties  to  consider  and  re¬ 
spond  to  these  reports. 

5.  All  other  reports  and  studies  have 
now  been  placed  in  the  docket  record, 
with  the  exception  of  the  ITS  terrain 
studv  of  the  Altoona  (Johnstown  proposal 
which  the  Notice  stated  would  be  con¬ 
ducted  during  the  comment  period.  The 
Notice  also  said  that  an  appropriate  time 
would  be  granted  for  comment  on  the 
report  when  it  is  completed,  and  we  agree 
that  at  least  30  days  is  required  after 
the  ITS  report  is  placed  in  the  docket. 
That  revised  deadline  will  be  specified  in 
a  subsequent  Order.  However,  we  reject 
arguments  that  this  report  is  germane  to 
comments  on  proposals  other  than  Al¬ 
toona/Johnstown  proposals.  Therefore, 
all  other  filings  need  be  completed  by  the 
dates  specified  herein. 

6.  Accordingly,  it  is  ordered.  That  the 
period  for  filing  comments  in  Docket 
20418  is  hereby  extended  to  and  includ¬ 
ing  August  22.  1977,  and  the  date  for 
filing  reply  comments  to  and  including 
September  22,  1977;  excepting  comments 
related  to  the  Johnstown-Altoona  ITS 
study  as  noted  in  para.  5  above,  for  which 
a  separate  Order  will  be  issued. 

7.  Ihis  action  is  taken  pursuant  to 
authority  found  in  sections  4(i).  5(d), 
ad  303 (r)  of  the  Communications  Act  of 
1934,  as  amended,  and  §  0.281  of  the 
Commission’s  rules. 

Federal  Communications 
Commission, 

Wallace  E.  Johnson, 

Chief,  Broadcast  Bureau. 

I  FR  Doc.77-14294  Filed  5-18-77;  8: 45  amj 
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DEPARTMENT  OF 
TRANSPORTATION 
Federal  Railroad  Administration 
[49  CFR  Ch.  II] 

[Docket  No.  RaC-76-«:  Notice  No.  3] 

MINIMUM  SAFETY  REQUIREMENTS  FOR 
ItAII  ROAO  CABOOSE  CARS 

Advance  Notice  of  Proposed  Rulemaking; 

Extension  of  Time  to  Comment 
AGENCY:  Federal  Railroad  Administra¬ 
tion,  DOT. 

ACTION:  Extension  of  comment  period 
for  advanced  notice  of  proposed  rule- 
making. 

SUMMARY:  On  AprU  13,  1977,  the  FRA 
published  in  the  Fsoexal  Register  (42 
FR  19359)  an  ANPRM  concerning  mini¬ 
mum  safety  requirements  for  railrocul 
caboose  cars.  The  purpose  of  this  notice 
is  to  extend  tiie  period  of  time  for  the 
public  to  submit  views  and  comments 
on  this  ANPRM. 

DATES:  Written  comments  must  be  re¬ 
ceived  on  or  before  August  1, 1977. 

ADDRESSES:  Submission  of  written 
comments:  Written  comments  should 
identify  the  docket  number  and  be  sub¬ 
mitted  in  triplicate  to  the  Docket  Clerk, 
Office  of  Chief  Counsel,  Federal  Rail¬ 
road  Administration,  400  Seventh  Street 
SW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20590. 

Examination  of  written  comments:  All 
written  comments  received  will  be  avail¬ 
able  for  examination,  both  before  and 
after  the  closing  date  for  written  com¬ 
ments,  during  regulai'  business  hours  in 
Room  5101,  Nassif  Building,  400  Seventh 
Street  SW.,  Washington,  D.C. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CON¬ 
TACT: 

Edward  F.  Conway,  Jr.,  (202-426- 

8836). 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 
Background  Information 

On  April  13,  1977,  FRA  published  in 
the  Federal  Register  an  ANPRM  solicit¬ 
ing  views  and  comments  from  the  public 
regarding  the  necessity  of,  and  the  costs 
and  benefits  to  be  derived  from  issuance 
of  Federal  regulations  requiring  mini¬ 
mum  design  specifications  and  perform¬ 
ance  standards  for  railroad  cabooses  (42 
FR  19359). 

Comments  were  requested  to  be  sub¬ 
mitted  on  or  before  May  30,  1977.  The 
Association  of  American  Railroads 
(AAR)  has  petitioned  for  an  extension 
of  time  within  which  to  submit  com¬ 
ments.  In  order  to  fully  answer  the  ques¬ 
tions  asked  in  the  ANPRM,  AAR  and  its 
member  railroads  are  examining  in  depth 
all  available  information  concerning  ca¬ 
booses.  This  information  will  then  be 
compiled,  reviewed  and  digested  by  per¬ 
sonnel  of  various  disciplines  within  rail¬ 
road  mechanical  and  operations  depart¬ 
ments  and  will  also  be  studied  and 
reviewed  by  railroad  safety  officers  and 
environmental  coordinators.  Hie  prod¬ 
uct  of  an  of  these  working  groups  wiU 


then  be  assembled  and  reviewed  and  an 
industry  response  prepared  and  ap¬ 
proved. 

In  order  to  enable  the  AAR  and  other 
commenters  to  prepare  and  submit  com¬ 
prehensive  comments  to  assist  FRA  in 
this  proceeding,  the  period  for  filing  of 
written  comments  is  hereby  extended  to 
August  1, 1977.  Comments  should  be  filed 
on  or  before  that  date,  in  triplicate,  with 
the  Docket  Clerk,  Office  of  Chief  Counsel, 
Federal  Railroad  Administration,  400 
Seventh  Street  SW.,  Washington,  D.C. 
20590. 

<Sec.  203,  PedersI  Railroad  Safety  Act  of  1970 
(45  U.S.C.  431),  as  amended  by  aec.  6(b)  of 
tbe  Federal  Railroad  Safety  Authorization 
Act  of  1976,  Pub.  L.  94-346,  90  Stat.  817,  July 
8,  1976;  i  1.49(n)  of  the  regulatlone  of  the 
Ofllce  of  the  Secretary  (49  CFR  1.49(n)).) 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  May  13, 
1977. 

Raymond  K.  James. 

Chief  Counsel. 

(FR  Doc.77-14235  FUed  6-18-77;  8:46  am | 

NUCLEAR  REGULATORY 
COMMISSION 
[  10  CFR  Part  35] 

HUMAN  USES  OF  BYPRODUCT  MATERIAL 
Human  Uses  of  Telatharapy  Units 

AGENCY:  U.S.  Nuclear  Regulatory  Com¬ 
mission. 

ACTION:  Proposed  rule. 

SUMMARY:  The  Nuclear  Regulatory 
Commission  is  proposing  to  amend  its 
regulations  regarding  human  uses  of  by¬ 
product  (i.e.,  reactor-produced)  mate¬ 
rial  in  teletherapy  units.  The  proposed 
rule  requires  teletherapy  licensees  to: 

1.  Have  a  qualified  expert  perform  full 
calibration  measurements  on  each  tele¬ 
therapy  unit  at  least  once  each  year; 

2.  Perform  spot-check  measurements 
on  the  output  of  their  units  at  least 
monthly;  and 

3.  Report  to  the  U.S.  Nuclear  Regula¬ 
tory  Commission  radiation  doses  that 
differ  from  prescribed  doses  by  more  than 
10  percent. 

The  proposed  rule  is  needed  to  ensure 
that  teletherapy  units  are  properly  cali¬ 
brated.  The  proposed  amendments  are 
designed  to  ensure  that  patients  can  re¬ 
ceive  the  correct  radiation  dose  and  to 
prevent  recurrence  of  overexposure 
events  due  to  improperly  calibrated  tele¬ 
therapy  units. 

DATES:  Comments  must  be  received  by 
July  5,  1977. 

ADDRESSES:  Written  comments  or 
suggestions  for  consideration  in  connec¬ 
tion  with  the  proposed  amendment 
should  be  sent  to  the  Secretary  of  the 
Commissiem,  U.S.  Nuclear  Regulatory 
Commission,  Washington.  D.C.  20555, 
Attention:  Docketing  and  Service 

Branch.  Copies  of  comments  received 
will  be  available  for  public  inspection  at 
the  CommisslMi’s  Public  Document 
Room.  1717  H  Street,  NW..  Washing¬ 
ton,  D.C.  20555. 


FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CON¬ 
TACT: 

Mrs.  Patricia  C.  Vacca,  Division  of 
Fuel  Cycle  and  Material  Safety,  Office 
of  Nuclear  Material  Safety  and  Safe¬ 
guards,  U.S.  Nuclear  Regulatory  Com¬ 
mission,  Washington,  D.C.  (301-427- 
4232). 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 
Following  its  organization  under  the 
Energy  Reorganization  Act  of  1974  (Pub¬ 
lic  Law  93-438),  the  Nuclear  Regulatory 
Commission  (NRC)  has  stated  its  inten¬ 
tion  of  reviewing  those  of  its  regula¬ 
tions  and  procedures  pertaining  to  the 
licensing  and  regulation  of  nuclear  fa¬ 
cilities  and  materials  that  were  origi¬ 
nally  prcMnulgated  by  the  Atomic  Energy 
Commission,  with  a  view  to  considering 
what  changes  should  be  made.  In  this 
context,  the  Commission  is  currently  re¬ 
viewing  its  regulations  pertaining  to  the 
human  use  of  byproduct  material  in¬ 
cluding  teletherapy  units. 

Byproduct  material  licenses  are  issued 
on  the  basis  that  the  licensee  is  quali¬ 
fied  by  training  and  experience  to  use 
licensed  material  in  such  manner  as  to 
protect  health  and  minimize  danger  to 
life  or  property.  Implicit  in  the  issuance 
of  the  Ucense  on  that  basis  is  the  con¬ 
cept  that  the  licensee  is  expected  to  be 
aware  of  the  accepted  standards  of  prac¬ 
tice  in  his  particular  area  of  usage  and 
to  establish  administrative  procedures 
sufficient  to  ensure  that  the  licensed 
material  is  used  in  accordance  with  NRC 
regulations  and  accepted  standards  of 
practice. 

In  the  area  of  teletherapy,  existing 
standards  include  National  Council  on 
Radiation  Protection  and  Measurements 
(NCRP)  Report  No.  33.  "Medical  X-Ray 
and  Gamma-Ray  Protection  for  Ener¬ 
gies  Up  to  10  MeV — Equipment  Design 
and  Use.”  American  National  Standards 
Institute,  Inc.  (ANSI)  Publication  N449- 
1974,  "Guidelines  for  Maintaining  Co¬ 
balt-60  and  Cesium-137  Teletherapy 
Equipment"  and  the  criteria  for  accredi¬ 
tation  of  the  Joint  Committee  on  Hos¬ 
pital  Accreditation. 

Despite  the  existence  and  general  ac¬ 
ceptance  of  these  standards,  recent  evi¬ 
dence  indicates  that  a  significant  num¬ 
ber  of  teletherapy  units  may  deliver  a 
radiation  dose  that  differs  from  the  pre¬ 
scribed  dose  by  more  than  10  percent. 
(With  proper  calibration,  the  radiation 
output  of  a  teletherapy  unit  can  be  de¬ 
termined  with  an  uncertainty  of  less 
than  3  percent.)  The  evidence  also  indi¬ 
cates  that  up  to  five  years  has  elapsed 
since  the  last  calibration  of  some  tele¬ 
therapy  units. 

The  Commission  has  conducted  an  in¬ 
vestigation  of  a  recent  incident  in  which 
approximately  400  patients  treated  for 
cancer  with  a  cobalt-60  teletherapy  unit 
received  radiation  doses  that  exceeded 
the  prescribed  doses  by  as  much  as  41 
percent.  This  incident  occurred  because 
the  radiation  dose  rate  from  the  tele¬ 
therapy  unit  had  not  been  properly 
determined. 

Soon  after  its  investigation,  the  Com¬ 
mission  took  actions  to  ensure  that  all 
teletherapy  units  licensed  by  the  NRC 
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were  properly  calibrated.  The  Commis¬ 
sion  believes  that  these  actions  were  ade¬ 
quate  to  prevent  recurrence  of  overex¬ 
posure  events  due  to  improperly  cali¬ 
brated  units  during  the  time  required  to 
implement  necessary  changes  in  its 
regulations. 

Because  of  the  events  described  above, 
it  appears  th£.t  the  Commission  should 
impose  such  controls  as  are  necessary  to 
ensure  that  teletherapy  units  continue  to 
be  used  in  such  manner  as  to  deliver 
radiation  doses  that  are  not  significantly 
different  from  the  doses  prescribed  by  the 
physician.  Accordingly,  the  Commission 
is  proposing  an  amendment  to  §  35.13  to 
reauire  that  a  qualified  expert  perform 
periodic  full  calibration  measurements 
and  establish  monthly  spot-check  proce¬ 
dures  in  accordance  with  accepted  stand¬ 
ards.  The  proposed  regulation  defines 
the  qualifications  of  the  expert,  the 
measurements  to  be  made,  tht  frequency 
and  circumstances  under  which  the 
measurements  are  to  be  performed  and 
the  procedures  to  be  used.  The  proposed 
amendment  also  requires  that  licensees 
notify  the  U.S.  Nuclear  Regulatory  Com¬ 
mission  when  their  measurements  indi¬ 
cate  that  patients  treated  with  tele- 
therapy  units  may  have  received  radia¬ 
tion  doses  differing  from  the  prescribed 
dose  by  more  than  10  percent. 

Pursuant  to  the  Atomic  Energy  Act  of 
1954,  as  amended,  the  Energy  Reorgani¬ 
zation  Act  of  1974,  as  amended,  and  Sec¬ 
tions  552  and  553  of  Title  5  of  the  United 
States  Code,  notice  is  hereby  given  that 
adoption  of  the  following  amendment  to 
10  CFR  Part  35  is  contemplated. 

In  addition  to  comments  and  sugges¬ 
tions  on  the  merits  of  the  proposed 
amendments,  the  Nuclear  Regulatory 
Commission  also  wants  to  receive  com¬ 
ments  designed  to  clarify  any  possible 
ambiguities  in  the  rule.  All  interested 
persons  who  desire  to  submit  written 
comments  or  suggestions  with  regard  to 
the  proposed  amendment  should  send 
them  to  the  Secretary  of  the  Commission. 
U.S.  Nuclear  Regulatory  Commission, 
Washington.  DC.  20555,  Attentipn: 
Docketing  and  Service  Branch  by  July  5. 
1977.  Copies  of  comments  on  the  pro¬ 
posed  amendment  may  be  examined  at 
the  Commission’s  Public  Document  Room 
at  1717  H  Street.  NW.,  Washington.  D  C 
20555. 

1.  Section  35.13  is  amended  to  read 
as  follows: 

§  35.13  .Specific  licenM^  for  human  use 
of  byproduct  material  in  f^tealed 
»ourc€^. 

(a>  An  application  for  a  specific  li¬ 
cense  for  use  of  a  sealed  source  for  hu¬ 
man  use  will  be  approved  if: 

<  1  >  The  applicant  satisfies  the  gen¬ 
eral  requirements  specified  in  §  30.33  of 
this  chapter;  and 

<2)  The  applicant  or,  if  the  applica¬ 
tion  is  made  by  an  institution,  the  indi¬ 
vidual  user,  (i)  has  specialized  training 
in  the  therapeutic  use  of  the  radiocu:tive 
device  considered  (teletherapy  imit,  beta 
applicator,  etc.) ,  or  has  experience 
equivalent  to  such  training;  and  <ii)  is  a 
physician. 


(b)  ( 1 »  Any  licensee  who  is  authorized 
to  use  teletherapy  units  for  human  use 
shall  cause  full  calibration  measure¬ 
ments  on  each  teletherapy  unit  to  be 
performed ; 

( i »  Prior  to  the  first  use  of  the  unit  for 
treating  humans; 

ui>  Whenever  the  radiation  meter  or 
other  device  related  to  radiation  output 
shows  a  continued  significant  change  in 
its  normal  reading; 

( iii  I  Following  replacement  of  the  ra¬ 
diation  source  or  following  reinstallation 
of  the  unit  in  a  new  location  and  prior  to 
the  use  of  the  unit  for  treating  humans; 

<iv>  At  intervals  not  exceeding  one 
year. 

(2»  Full  calibration  measurements 
shall  include  determination  of ; 

( i  •  The  exposure  rate  or  dose  rate  for 
the  range  of  field  sizes  used  and  for  each 
treatment  distance  used  by  radiation 
therapy ; 

(iii  The  congruence  between  the  ra¬ 
diation  field  and  the  field  indicated  by 
the  localizing  device  when  localizing  de¬ 
vices  are  used; 

<  iii  >  ^The  uniformity  of  the  radiation 
field  and  its  dependence  upon  the  direc¬ 
tion  of  the  useful  beam; 

<  iv )  Timer  accuracy. 

(3)  Full  calibration  measurements 
shall  be  made  in  accordance  with  the 
procedures  recommended  by  the  Scien¬ 
tific  Committee  on  Radiation  Dosimetry 
of  the  American  Ass(x:iation  of  Physi¬ 
cists  in  Medicine  (Physics  in  Medicine 
and  Biology.  Vol.  16,  No.  3,  1971,  pp.  379- 
396).’ 

<  4 )  Spot-check  measurements  shall  be 
performed  at  intervals  not  exceeding  one 
month  and  shall  include: 

(i>  Determination  of  timer  accuracy: 

(ii)  Determination  of  congruency  of 
the  useful  beam  with  the  light  localizer; 

(iii)  Determination  of  the  exposure 
rate,  dose  rate  or  a  quantity  related  in  a 
known  manner  to  these  rates  for  one 
typical  set  of  machine  operating  condi¬ 
tions; 

(iv)  Comparison  of  the  measurements 
made  in  Section  (iii)  of  this  paragraph 
with  values  calculated  from  physical  de¬ 
cay  of  the  radiation  source. 

(5)  Calibration  measurements  re¬ 
quired  by  paragraph  (b)(1)  of  this  sec¬ 
tion  shall  be  performed  by  a  qualified 
expert  such  as  an  individual  certified  by 
the  American  Board  of  Radiology  in 
Therapeutic  Radiological  Physi(»,  Radio¬ 
logical  Physics,  Roentgen  Ray  and 
(3amma  Ray  Physics  or  X-ray  and 
Radium  Physics  or  an  individual  who 
has  equivalent  qualifications.  (A  descrip¬ 
tion  of  the  qualified  expert’s  training  and 
qualifications  shall  be  submitted  to  the 
Commission  for  review.  If  the  qualified 
expert  is  certified  in  one  of  the  specialties 
listed  in  this  paragraph  only  a  statement 
of  that  fact  and  the  date  of  certification 
is  required.)  Spot-check  measurements 


'  This  Incorporation  by  reference  provision 
was  approved  by  the  Acting  Director  of  the 
Federal  Register  on  August  6.  1976.  Copies 
are  available  for  Inspection  at  the  United 
States  Nuclear  Regulatory  Commission.  Pub¬ 
lic  Document  Room.  1717  H  Street.  NW., 
Washington.  D.C.  20555. 


required  bv  paragraph  (b)(4)  of  this 
section  shall  be  performed  and  evaluated 
in  accordance  with  procedures  estab¬ 
lished  by  the  qualified  expiert.  The  quali¬ 
fied  expert  shall  review  the  results  of 
spot-check  measurements  and  shall  rec¬ 
ommend  corrective  action  when  signifi¬ 
cant  differences  are  noted. 

(6)  When  measurements  made  pur¬ 
suant  to  paragraphs  (b)(1)  and  <b)(4) 
of  this  section  indicate  that  patients 
treated  by  teletherapy  units  may  have 
received  a  radiation  dose  differing  from 
the  prescribed  dose  by  more  than  10  per¬ 
cent.  the  licensee  shall  notify  the  appro¬ 
priate  Regional  Office  of  Inspection  and 
Enforcement  listed  in  Appendix  D  of  10 
CFR  Part  20.  and.  where  practicable,  the 
referring  physicians  of  affected  patients. 
This  notification  shall  be  made  within  24 
hours  after  the  licensee’s  discovery  that 
such  misadministration  is  likely  to  have 
occurred. 

(7)  The  licensee  shall  maintain  for 
inspection  bv  the  Commission  records  of 
the  measurements  made  pursuant  to 
paragraphs  (b)(1)  and  (b)(4)  of  this 
section  and  of  reports  made  to  referring 
physicians  pursuant  to  paragraph  (b)(6) 
of  this  section. 

(Sec.  161,  Pub.  L.  83-703,  68  Stat.  948  (  42 
U.S.C.  2201 ) :  Sec.  201,  Pub.  L.  93-438,  88  Stat. 
1243  (42  U.S.C.  5841).) 

Dated  at  Washington,  D.C.,  this  17th 
day  of  May  1977. 

For  the  U.S.  Nuclear  Regulatory  Com¬ 
mission. 

Samuel  J.  Chilk. 

Secretary  for  the  Commission. 

|FR  Doc.77-14429  Filed  5-18-77;8:45  am| 


[  10  CFR  Parts  50,  70.  and  73  ] 

LICENSING  OF  PRODUCTION  AND  UTILI¬ 
ZATION  FACILITIES;  SPECIAL  NUCLEAR 

MATERIAL;  PHYSICAL  PROTECTION  OF 

PLANTS  AND  MATERIALS 

Licensee  Safeguards  Contingency  Plans 
AGENCY:  Nuclear  Regulatory  Commis¬ 
sion. 

ACmON:  Propiosed  rule. 

SUMMARY:  Under  the  proposed  rule, 
licensee  authorized  to  operate  a  nuclear 
reactor  (other  than  certain  research  and 
test  reactors)  and  those  authorized  to 
possess  strategic  quantities  of  plutonium 
or  uranium -235  would  be  required  to  de¬ 
velop  and  implement  acceptable  plans 
for  responding  to  threats,  thefts,  and 
sabotage  of  licmsed  nuclear  materials 
and  facilities.  The  plans  are  needed  to 
ensure  a  structured,  orderly,  and  timely 
response  to  safeguards  contingencies  and 
are  integral  with  other  safeguards  ccm- 
tingency  planning  activities  being  car¬ 
ried  out  as  required  by  statute.  Licensee 
safeguards  contingency  plans  would  re¬ 
sult  in  organizing  licensees’  safeguards 
resources  in  such  a  way  that,  in  the  un¬ 
likely  event  of  a  safeguards  contingency, 
the  responding  ptarticipants  would  be 
identified,  their  several  responsibilities 
specified,  and  the  responses  coordinated. 

DATES:  Comments  must  be  received  on 
or  before  July  18, 1977. 
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ADDRESS:  Secretary  of  the  Cwnmis- 
sion,  UJ3.  Nuclear  Regulatory  Commis¬ 
sion.  Washington.  D.C.  20555,  Attention: 
Docketing  and  Service  Branch. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CON¬ 
TACT: 

Thomas  F.  Carter,  Jr.,  Chief,  Ccmtin- 

gency  planning  Branch,  U.S.  Nuclear 

Regulatory  Commission.  Washington, 

D.C.  20555,  301-427-4191. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 
The  Office  of  Nuclear  Material  Safety 
and  Safeguards  within  the  Nuclear  Reg¬ 
ulatory  Commission  was  charged  by 
Congress,  in  the  Energy  Reorganization 
Act  of  1974,  with  the  develc^ment  of 
safeguards  contingency  plans  for  dealing 
with  threats,  thefts,  and  sabotage  re¬ 
lating  to  licensed  special  nuclear  mate¬ 
rial  and  nuclear  facilities. 

In  many  safeguards  contingencies,  re¬ 
sponses  wiU  be  expected  from  more  than 
one  person  or  organizaticm.  Fulfillment 
of  the  Congressional  mandate  requires 
that  the  response  continuum  be  com¬ 
pleted.  Ihe  Office  of  Nuclear  Material 
Safety  and  Safeguards  is  already  ad¬ 
dressing  contingency  plans  at  the  Fed¬ 
eral  level.  The  Commission  is  now  pro¬ 
posing  to  c(miplete  the  continuum  by 
requiring  safeguards  contingency  plans 
of  those  licensees  having  materials  and 
facilities  of  greatest  safeguards  impor¬ 
tance.  See  discussion  below. 

The  Nuclear  Regulatory  Commission 
has  under  consideration  amendments  to 
its  regiilations  in  10  CFR  Part  50.  “Li¬ 
censing  of  Production  and  Utilization 
Facilities,"  10  CFR  Part  70,  “Special  Nu¬ 
clear  Material,"  and  10  CFR  Part  73, 
“Kiysical  Protection  of  Plants  and  Mate¬ 
rials,"  which,  in  the  interest  of  the  com¬ 
mon  defense  and  security  and  public 
health  and  safety,  would  require  certain 
licensees  to  devel(H>  and  follow  licensee 
safeguards  contingency  plans  for  dealing 
with  threats,  thefts,  and  sabotage  relat¬ 
ing  to  special  nuclear  material  and  nu¬ 
clear  facilities  licensed  under  the  Atomic 
Energy  Act  of  1954,  as  amended.  The 
proposed  amendments  would  apply  to 
those  licensees  subject  to  the  physical 
protection  requirements  for  transporta¬ 
tion  and  fixed  sites  contained  in  10  CFR 
55  73.30(a).  73.50,  73.55.  and/or  73.60. 

For  the  purposes  of  this  rule  making 
proceeding,  “sabotage"  as  used  in 
55  50.34(d)  and  70.22  means  “industrial 
sabotage"  as  defined  in  5  73.2 (p)  of  10 
CFR  Part  73,  except  that  the  deliberate 
acts  are  also  postidated  to  occur  during 
transportation. 

A  contingency  is  a  situation,  regarded 
as  remotely  possible  in  the  future,  that 
develops  imexpectedly  and  requires 
prompt  attention.  In  a  practical  sense, 
a  safeguards  contingency  may  be  re¬ 
garded  as  an  extraordinary  situation 
that  requires  the  execution  of  security 
plans  and  i»‘ocedures  not  normally  per¬ 
formed  Ml  a  day-to-day  basis.  Such  sit¬ 
uations  may  or  may  not  occur;  they  are 
planned  for  under  assumed  conditions  of 
occurrence  in  order  to  deal  with  them 
effectively  if  they  should  occur. 


In  many  safeguards  contingencies,  re¬ 
sponses  will  be  expected  from  more  than 
one  person  or  organization.  At  the  Fed¬ 
eral  level,  responses  may  involve  not  only 
the  NRC  but  also,  among  others,  the  FW- 
eral  Bureau  of  Investigatkm,  the  Energy 
Research  and  Development  Administra¬ 
tion.  and  various  organizatiMis  within  the 
IDepartment  of  Defense.  An  important 
element  of  safeguards  contingency  plan¬ 
ning  by  the  Commission  is  the  coordina¬ 
tion  of  these  various  responses. 

The  responsibilities  assigned  to  the 
Office  of  Nuclear  Material  Safety  and 
Safeguards  by  the  Congressional  man¬ 
date  of  section  204(b)  (2)  (B)  of  the  En¬ 
ergy-Reorganization  Act  of  1974  are  being 
addressed  by  developing  safeguards  con¬ 
tingency  plans  at  the  Federal  level.  At  the 
same  time,  the  Commission  recognizes 
the  importance  of  safeguards  actions  by 
those  persons  who  possess  special  nuclear 
material  and  operate  certain  facilities. 
Indeed,  licensees  would  have  the  primary 
role  in  many  safeguards  contingencies 
because  of  their  intimate  connection  with 
the  materials  and  facilities  at  risk.  The 
CMnmission  further  recognizes  the  neces¬ 
sity  for  assuring  coordinated  responses 
to  all  safeguards  contingencies,  including 
responses  by  licensees.  To  provide  and 
maintain  adequate  safeguards,  therefore, 
the  Commission  must  ensure  that  each 
licensee  having  important  safeguards  re¬ 
sponsibility  develops  and  follows  a  “licen¬ 
see  safeguards  contingency  plan"  that  is 
compatible  with  the  Federal  level  plans 
for  responding  to  safeguards  contingen¬ 
cies. 

The  proposed  rule  would  define  a  11- 
'censee  safeguards  contingency  plan  as  a 
documented  plan  to  give  guidance  to  li¬ 
censee  personnel  in  order  to  accMnplish 
specific,  defined  objectives  in  the  event 
of  threats,  thefts,  or  sabotage  relating  to 
special  nuclear  material  m*  nuclear  facil¬ 
ities  licensed  under  the  Atomic  Energy 
Act  of  1954,  as  amended.  The  plan  would 
contain  (DA  predetermined  set  of  deci¬ 
sions  and  actions  to  satisfy  Uie  stated 
objectives,  (2)  An  identification  of  the 
data,  criteria,  procedures,  and  mecha¬ 
nisms  necessary  to  effect  efficiently  tht 
decisions  and  actions,  and  (3)  A  specifi¬ 
cation  of  the  individual,  group,  or  orga 
nizational  entity  respMisible  for  each 
decision  and  action.  The  plan  is  not  in¬ 
tended  to  include  actions  under  an> 
emergency  plans  that  deal  with  the 
hazards  to  public  health  and  safety  that 
are  the  consequence  of  nuclear  accidents 
or  releases  of  nuclear  materials — even 
though  those  accidents  or  releases  might 
result  from  acts  of  threats,  thefts,  m* 
sabotage — other  than  steps  to  Initiate 
the  implementation  of  such  emergency 
plans.  Accordingly,  the  licensee  con¬ 
tingency  plans  that  would  be  required  by 
the  proposed  amendments  would  be  com¬ 
plementary  to  radiological  emergency 
plans  including  those  developed  for  all 
nuclear  power  reactors  pursuant  to 
Appendix  E  of  10  CFR  Part  50  and  for 
fuel-cycle  facilities  developed  pursuant 
to  5  70.22(i)  of  10  CFR  Part  70. 

The  goals  of  licensee  safeguards  con¬ 
tingency  plans  for  dealing  with  threats. 


thefts,  and  sabotage  are  (1)  to  organize 
the  response  effort  at  the  licensee  level, 
(ii)  to  provide  predetermined  structured 
responses  by  licensees  to  safeguards  con¬ 
tingencies.  (iii)  to  integrate  the  licensee 
response  with  the  responses  by  other  en¬ 
tities,  and  (iv)  to  achieve  a  measurable 
performance  in  response  capability.  Li¬ 
censee  safeguards  contingency  planning 
would  result  in  organizing  the  licensee’s 
responding  resources  in  such  a  way  that 
the  participants  would  be  identified, 
their  several  responsibilities  specified, 
and  the  responses  coordinated.  Because 
they  would  be  predetermined,  the  re¬ 
sponses  are  more  likely  to  be  structured 
and  orderly  rather  than  executed  impul¬ 
sively.  It  is  anticipated  that  the  re¬ 
sponses  would  thus  be  effected  in  a  timely 
manner  and  would  be  consistent  among 
themselves  and  with  Federal  responses. 
To  the  extent  that  requisite  data  and 
criteria  were  predetermined,  the  re¬ 
sponse  capability  of  the  participants 
could  be  predicted  and  assessed. 

A  methodcdogy  for  developing  licensee 
safeguards  contingency  plans  has  been 
devised  and  evaluated,  and  typical  plans 
have  been  drawn  up  for  fuel-cycle  plants, 
nuclear  reactors,  and  rMtd  transporta¬ 
tion  of  special  nuclear  material.  Li¬ 
censees  will  receive  the  benefit  of  this 
experience  by  means  of  Regulatory 
Guides  to  be  issued  by  the  time  the  rule 
is  issued  in  effective  form. 

In  accordance  with  the  provisions  of 
National  Security  Decision  Memoran¬ 
dum  347,  certain  portions  of  the  Safe¬ 
guards  Contingency  Plans  for  fuel- 
cycle  licensees  will  be  classified.  There¬ 
fore,  dissemination  of  information  in 
some  portions  of  the  plans  will  be  limited 
to  individuals  who  hold  appropriate 
security  clearances  and  have  a  need  to 
know  the  information.  Certain  informa¬ 
tion  in  safeguards  contingency  plans 
may  be  withheld  frpm  public  disclosure 
in  accordance  with  the  provisions  of 
5  2.790(d)  of  10  CFR  Part  2. 
amendments  to  10  CFR  Parts  50,  70.  and 

If  the  Commission  adopts  the  proposed 
73,  each  affected  licensee  would  be  given 
a  period  of  120  days  following  publica¬ 
tion  in  the  Federal  Register  of  the  rule 
in  effective  form  to  submit  a  licensee 
safeguards  contingency  plan.  In  addition, 
each  licensee  would  be  given  until  300 
days  after  publication  in  the  Federal 
Register  or  30  days  after  the  submitted 
plan  is  approved,  whichever  is  later,  to 
be  in  a  position  to  follow  his  plan. 

The  Commission  has  determined  under 
Council  of  Environmental  Quality  guide¬ 
lines  and  the  criteria  in  10  CFR  Part  51 
not  to  prepare  an  environmental  impact 
statement  for  the  proposed  amendments 
to  10  CFR  Parts  50.  70.  and  73.  Concur¬ 
rently  with  the  publication  of  this  notice 
of  proposed  rule  making  the  CMnmission 
is  making  available  in  its  Public  Docu¬ 
ment  Room  at  T717  H  Street,  NW.. 
Washington,  D.C.,  an  “Environmental 
Impact  Appraisal  of  Amendments  to  10 
CFR  Parts  50.  70,  and  73,  Licensee  Safe¬ 
guards  Ccmtingcncy  Plans."  intended  to 
support  a  negative  declaration. 
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Pursuant  to  the  Atomic  Energy  Act  of 
1954.  as  amended,  the  Energy  Reorgani¬ 
zation  Act  of  1574,  as  amended,  and  sec¬ 
tion  553  of  Title  5  of  the  United  States 
Code,  notice  is  hereby  given  that  adop¬ 
tion  of  the  following  amendments  to  Ti¬ 
tle  10.  Chapter  1,  Code  of  Federal  Reg¬ 
ulations.  Parts  50,  70,  and  73  is  contem¬ 
plated.  All  interested  persons  who  wish 
to  submit  written  comments  or  sugges¬ 
tions  for  consideration  in  connection 
with  the  proposed  amendments  should 
send  them  to  the  Secretary  of  the  Com¬ 
mission.  U.S.  Nuclear  Regulatory  Com- 
mis.sion,  Washington,  D.C.  20555,  Atten¬ 
tion'  Docketing  and  Service  Branch  by 
July  18,  1977.  Copies  of  comments  on  the 
proposed  amendments  may  be  examined 
at  the  Commission’s  Public  Document 
Room  at  1717  H  Street.  NW.,  Washing¬ 
ton,  D.C. 


PART  50 — LICENSING  OF  PRODUCTION 
AND  UTILIZATION  FACILITIES 

1.  Section  50.34  of  10  CPR  Part  50  is 
amended  by  adding  a  new  paragraph  (d) 
to  read  as  follows: 

§  .>0.31  ContrntK  of  applications:  Tr«‘h- 
iiicul  information. 

«  «  •  •  • 

(d»  Safeguards  contingency  plan. 
Each  application  for  a  license  to  CH^erate 
a  production  or  utilization  facility  that 
shall  be  subject  to  §§  73.50,  73.55,  or  73.60 
shall  include  a  licensee  safeguards  con¬ 
tingency  plan  for  dealing  with  threats, 
thefts,  and  industrial  sabotage,  as  de¬ 
fined  in  Part  73  of  this  chapter,  relating 
to  the  special  nuclear  material  and  nu¬ 
clear  facilities  licensed  under  this  chap¬ 
ter  and  in  the  applicant’s  possession  and 
control.  Appendix  C  to  Part  73  of  this 
chapter  sets  forth  the  criteria  to  be  fol¬ 
lowed  in  developing  such  plans. 

2.  Section  50.54(p)  of  10  CPR  Part  50 
is  amended  to  read  as  follows: 

§  .>(L.>i  r.ondilions  of  lirenNcs. 

Whether  stated  therein  or  not.  the  fol¬ 
lowing  .shall  be  deemed  conditions  in  ev¬ 
ery  license  issued: 

*  »  •  »  » 

<  p  >  The  licensee  shall  make  no  change 
which  would  decrease  the  effectiveness 
of  a  security  plan  prepared  pursuant  to 
§  50.34(c)  or  Part  73  of  this  chapter,  or 
a  licensee  safeguards  cemtingency  plan 
prepared  pursuant  to  §  50.34(d)  or  Part 
73,  as  applicable,  without  the  prior  ap¬ 
proval  of  the  Commissiem.  A  licensee  de¬ 
siring  to  make  such  a  change  shall  sub¬ 
mit  an  application  for  an  amendment  to 
his  license  pursuant  to  S  50.90.  The  li¬ 
censee  shall  maintain  records  of  changes 
to  the  plans  made  without  prior  Com¬ 
mission  approval  for  a  period  of  two 
years  from  the  date  of  the  change,  and 
shall  furnish  to  the  Director  of  Nuclear 
Reactor  Regulation,  U.S.  Nuclear  Regu- 
laton'  Commission,  Washington,  D.C. 
20555,  with  a  copy  to  the  appropriate 
NRC  Regional  Office  specified  in  Appen¬ 
dix  D  of  Part  20  of  this  chapter,  a  report 
containing  a  description  of  each  change 
within  two  months  aftei'  the  change  is 
made. 
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PART  70— SPECIAL  NUCLEAR  MATERIAL 

3.  In  5  70.22  of  10  CPR  Part  70.  para¬ 
graph  (g)  is  amended  and  a  new  para¬ 
graph  (j  >  is  added  to  read  as  follows: 

§  70.22  ConteiilK  of  appliralionK.* 

*  *  ♦  •  *  • 

(g)  Each  application  for  a  license  that 
would  authorize  the  transport  or  delivery 
to  a  carrier  for  transport  of  special  nu¬ 
clear  material  in  an  amount  specified  in 
§  73.1(b)  (2)  of  this  chapter  shall  include 
(Da  description  of  the  plan  for  physical 
protection  of  special  nuclear  material  in 
transit  in  accordance  with  §§  73.30 
through  73.36  and  73.70(g)  of  this  chap> 
ter.  including  a  plan  for  the  selection, 
qualification  and  training  of  armed  es¬ 
corts,  or  the  specification  and  design  of 
a  specially  designed  truck  or  trailer  as 
appropriate,  and  (2)  a  licensee  safe¬ 
guards  contingency  plan  for  dealing  with 
threats,  thefts,  and  sabotage*  relating 
to  the  special  nuclear  material  in  transit. 
Appendix  C  to  Part  73  of  this  chapter 
sets  forth  the  citeria  to  be  followed  in 
developing  licensee  'safeguards  contin¬ 
gency  plans. 

*  •  *  •  * 

(j)  Elach  application  for  a  license  to 
possess  or  use  at  any  site  or  contiguous 
sites  subject  to  control  by  the  licensee 
uranium-235  (contained  in  uranium  en¬ 
riched  to  20  percent  or  more  in  the  ura¬ 
nium-235  isotope),  uranium-233,  or  plu¬ 
tonium  alone  or  in  any  combination  in 
a  quantity  of  5,000  grams  or  more  ewn- 
puted  by  the  formula,  grams=:(  grams 
contained  U-235)+2.5  (grams  U-233-1- 
grams  plutonium)  other  than  a  license 
for  possession  or  use  of  such  material  in 
the  operation  of  a  nuclear  reactor  li¬ 
censed  pursuant  to  Part  50  of  this  chap¬ 
ter,  shall  include  a  licensee  safeguards 
contingency  plan  for  dealing  with 
threats,  thefts,  and  industrial  sabotage, 
as  defined  in  Part  73.  relating  to  the 
special  nuclear  material  and  nuclear  fa¬ 
cilities  licensed  under  Parts  50  or  70  of 
this  chapter  and  in  his  possession  and 
control.  Appendix  C  to  Part  73  of  this 
chapter  sets  forth  the  criteria  to  be  fol¬ 
lowed  in  developing  such  plans. 

4.  Section  70.32  of  10  CFR  Part  70  is 
amended  by  adding  a  new  paragraph  (gj 
to  read  £is  follows: 

§  70.32  CundilionK  of  liren»>es. 

*  •  •  *  • 

(g)  The  licensee  shall  make  no  change 
that  would  decrease  the  safeguards  ef¬ 
fectiveness  of  any  licensee  safeguards 
contingency  plan  prepared  pursuant  to 
§§  70.22(g).  70.22(j),  73.30(g),  or  73.40 
of  this  chapter  without  the  prior  ap¬ 
proval  of  the  Commissiem.  A  licensee  de¬ 
siring  to  make  such  a  change  shall  sub¬ 
mit  an  application  for  an  amendment  to 
his  license  pursuant  to  §§  50.90  or  70.34 


’I  Sabotage  as  used  in  this  section  has  the 
same  meaning  as  In  $  73.2 (p)  of  this  chapter 
exceot  that  the  deliberate  acts  are  postu¬ 
lated  to  occur  during  transportation  rather 
than  at  a  fixed  site 


of  this  chapter,  as  appropriate.  The  li¬ 
censee  may  make  changes  to  the  licensee 
safeguards  contingency  plan  without 
prior  Commission  approval  if  the  changes 
do  not  decrease  the  safeguards  effective¬ 
ness  of  the  plan.  The  licensee  shall  main¬ 
tain  records  of  changes  to  any  such  plan 
made  without  prior  approval  for  a  period 
of  two  years  from  the  date  of  the  change 
and  shall  furnish  to  the  Director  of  Nu¬ 
clear  Material  Safety  and  Safeguards, 
U.S.  Nuclear  Regulatory  Commission, 
Washington.  D.C.  20555,  with  a  copy  to 
the  appropriate  NRC  Regional  Office 
specified  in  Appendix  A  of  Part  73  of  this 
chapter,  a  report  containing  a  descrip¬ 
tion  of  each  change  within  two  months 
after  the  change  is  made. 


PART  73 — PHYSICAL  PROTECTION  OF 
PLANTS  AND  MATERIALS 

5.  Paragraph  73.30(g)  of  10  C7PR  Part 
73  is  revised  to  read  as  follows: 

§  73.30  General  requiremenlfi. 

•  •  *  *  • 

(g)  By  September  16,  1977,  each  li¬ 
censee  subject  to  the  requirements  of 
paragraph  (a)  of  this  section  shall  sub¬ 
mit  to  the  Commission  for  approval  a 
licensee  safeguards  contingency  plan  for 
dealing  with  threats,  thefts,  and  sabotage 
relating  to  the  transr>ort  of  the  special 
nuclear  material  in  his  possession  and 
control.  The  plan  shall  be  implemented 
and  followed  (when  appropriate)  by  the 
licensee  within  30  days  after  approval  by 
the  Commission  or  300  days  after  Sep¬ 
tember  16,  1977,  whichever  is  later. 

6.  Section  73.40  of  10  CPR  Part  73  is 
amended  to  read  as  follows: 

§  73.40  Ph>'8iral  protection:  Crnrral 
rfK|uirement8  at  fixed  xite*. 

Each  licensee  shall  provide  physical 
protection  against  industrial  sabotage 
and  against  theft  of  special  nuclear 
material  at  the  fixed  sites  where  licensed 
activities  are  conducted.  The  provisions 
of  a  licensee’s  security  plan  as  approved 
by  the  Commission  shall  be  followed  by 
the  licensee.  By  September  16,  1977  each 
licensee  subjeef  to  the  requirements 
S§  73.50,  73.55,  and/or  73.60  shall  submit 
to  the  Commission  for  approval  a  li¬ 
censee  safeguards  contingency  plan  in 
accordance  aith  the  criteria  set  forth  in 
Appendix  C  to  this  part  for  dealing  with 
threats,  thefts,  and  industrial  sabotage 
relating  to  the  special  nuclear  material 
and  nuclear  facilities  licensed  under 
Parts  50  or  70  of  this  chapter  and  in  his 
possession  and  control.-  The  plan  shall  be 
implemented  and  followed  (when  ap¬ 
propriate)  by  the  licensee  within  30  days 
after  approval  by  the  Commlssitm  or  300 
days  after  September  16.  1977,  which¬ 
ever  is  later. 

7.  A  new  Appendix  C  is  added  to  10 
CPR  Part  73  to  read  as  follows: 

Appendix  C 

LICENSEE  SAFEGUARDS  CONTINGENCY  PLANS 
INTRODUCTION 

Certain  licensees  and  license  applicants 
are  required  to  prepare  llcen-see  safeguards 
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contingency  plans  puraxiant  to  1150.34(d), 
70.22(g).  70.22(J).  73.30(g),  or  7340  of  this 
chapter.  A  licensee  safeguards  contingency 
plan  Is  a  documented  plan  to  give  guidance 
to  licensee  personnel  In  order  to  accomplish 
specific,  defined  objectives  In  the  event  of 
threats,  thefts,  or  sabotage  relating  to  spe¬ 
cial  nuclear  material  or  nuclear  facilities  li¬ 
censed  under  the  Atomic  Energy  Act  of  1954. 
as  amended.  The  plan  shall  contain  (1)  a 
predetermined  set  of  decisions  and  actions 
to  satisfy  stated  objectives,  ( 2 )  an  Identifica¬ 
tion  of  the  data,  criteria,  procedures,  and 
mechanisms  necessary  to  effect  efficiently  the 
decisions  and  actions,  and  (3l  a  specification 
of  the  Individual,  group,  or  organizational 
entity  responsible  for  each  decision  and 
action.  It  Is  Important  to  note  that  the  li¬ 
censee  safeguards  contingency  plans  are 
complementary  to  any  emergency  plans  de¬ 
veloped  pursuant  to  Appendix  E  of  Part  50 
of  this  chapter  and  to  S  70.22(1)  of  Part  70 
of  this  chapter. 

The  goals  of  licensee  safeguards  contin¬ 
gency  plans  for  dealing  with  threats,  thefts, 
and  sabotage  are  (1)  to  organize  the  re¬ 
sponse  effort  at  the  licensee  level,  (2)  to  pro¬ 
vide  predetermined,  structured  responses  by 
licensees  to  safeguards  contingencies.  (3)  to 
Integrate  the  licensee  response  with  the  re¬ 
sponses  by  other  entitles,  and  (4)  to  achieve 
a  measurable  performance  In  response  capa¬ 
bility.  Licensee  safeguards  contlneency  plan¬ 
ning  should  result  In  organizing  the  li¬ 
censee’s  response  resources  in  such  a  way 
that  the  participants  will  be  identified,  their 
several  responsibilities  specified,  and  the  re¬ 
sponses  coordinated.  The  responses  should  be 
timely,  internally  consistent  among  them¬ 
selves,  and  compatible  with  Federal  re¬ 
sponses. 

CONTENTS  OF  THE  PLAN 

Each  licensee  safeguards  contingency  plan 
.shall  include  five  categories  of  Information: 

1.  Background. 

2.  Generic  Planning  Ba.se. 

3.  Licensee  Planning  Ba.se. 

4.  Responsibility  Matrix. 

5.  Procedtu-es. 

1.  Background.  Under  the  following  topics, 
this  category  of  information  shall  identify 
and  define  the  perceived  dangers  and  Inci¬ 
dents  with  which  the  plan  will  deal  and  the 
general  way  It  will  handle  these: 

a.  Perceived  Danger — A  statement  of  the 
perceived  danger  to  the  security  of  special 
nuclear  material,  licensee  personnel,  and  li¬ 
censee  property.  Including  covert  diversion 
of  special  nuclear  material,  sabotage,  and 
overt  attacks. 

b.  Purpose  of  the  Pl.an — A  dlscus«lon  of 
the  general  alms  and  operational  concepts 
underlying  Implementation  of  the  plan. 

c.  Scope  of  the  Plan — A  delineation  of  the 
types  of  incidents  covered  and  not  covered 
in  the  plan. 


d.  Definitions — A  list  of  terms  and  their 
definitions  used  In  describing  operational 
and  technical  aspects  of  the  plan. 

2.  Generic  Planning  Base.  Under  the  fol¬ 
lowing  topics,  this  category  of  Information 
shall  define  the  criteria  for  initiation  and 
termination  of  responses  to  safeguards  con¬ 
tingencies  together  with  the  specific  deci¬ 
sions.  actions,  and  supporting  Information 
needed  to  bring  about  such  responses: 

a.  Identification  of  those  events  that  will 
be  used  for  signaling  the  beginning  or  ag¬ 
gravation  of  a  safeguards  contingency  ac¬ 
cording  to  how  they  are  perceived  Initially 
by  licensee’s  personnel.  Such  events  may  In¬ 
clude  alarms  or  other  Indications  signaling 
penetration  of  a  protected  area,  vital  ■afna,  or 
material  access  area:  material  control  or  ma¬ 
terial  accounting  indications  of  material 
missing  or  unaccounted  for;  or  threat  indica¬ 
tions — either  verbal,  such  as  telephoned 
threats,  or  Implied,  such  as  escalating  civil 
disturbances. 

b.  Definition  of  the  specific  objective  to  be 
accomplished  relative  to  each  identified 
event.  The  objective  may  be  to  obtain  a  level 
of  awareness  about  the  nature  and  severity 
of  the  safeguards  contlngencv  In  o-de’*  to 
prepare  for  further  responses:  to  establish 

e.  level  of  response  preparedness;  or  to  suc¬ 
cessfully  nullify  or  reduce  any  adverse  safe¬ 
guards  consequences  arising  from  the  con¬ 
tingency. 

3.  Licensee  Planning  Base.  Under  the  fol¬ 
lowing  topics,  this  category  of  information 
shall  Include  the  factors  affecting  contin¬ 
gency  planning  that  are  specific  for  each  fa¬ 
cility  or  means  of  transportation : 

a.  Licensee's  Organizational  Structure — A 
delineation  of  the  organization’s  chain  of 
command  and  delegation  of  authority  as 
these  apply  to  safeguards  contingencies. 

b.  Physical  Layout — (1)  Fixed  Sites — A 
description  of  the  physical  structures  and 
their  location  on  the  site,  and  a  description 
of  the  site  In  relation  to  nearby  towns  roads, 
and  other  important  envlronmenttl  features. 

(11)  Transportation — A  description  of  the 
vehicles,  shipping  routes,  and  related  features 
that  would  affect  contingency  responses. 

c.  Safeguards  Systems  Hardware — A  de¬ 
scription  of  the  physical  security  and  ac¬ 
counting  system  hardware  that  infiuences 
how  the  licensee  will  respond  to  an  event. 
Examples  of  systems  to  be  discussed  are  com¬ 
munications,  alarms,  locks,  seals,  area  ac¬ 
cess.  armaments  and  surveillance. 

d.  Law  Enforcement  Assistance — A  listing 
of  available  local  law  enforcement  agencies 
and  a  description  of  their  resoonse  capabil¬ 
ities  and  their  criteria  for  response:  and  a 
discussion  of  working  agreements  or  arrange¬ 
ments  for  communicating  with  these 
agencies. 

e.  Policy  Constraints  and  Assumptions — A 
discussion  of  State  laws,  local  ordinances  and 
company  policies  and  practices  that  govern 
licensee  response  to  Incidents.  Examples  that 
may  bo  discussed  Include: 


Use  of  deadly  force. 

Use  of  emplo>-ee  property. 

Uso  of  off-duty  emplovees. 

Site  security  jurisdictional  boundaries. 

f.  Administrative  and  Logistical  Considera¬ 
tions — Descriptions  of  licensee  practices  that 
may  have  an  influence  on  the  response  to 
safeguards  contingency  events.  The  descrip¬ 
tions  shall  Include  provisions  for  ensuring 
that  all  equipment  needed  to  effect  a  success¬ 
ful  response  to  a  safeguards  contingency  will 
be  easily  accessible.  In  good  working  order, 
and  in  sufficient  supply  to  provide  redun¬ 
dancy  In  case  of  equloment  failure 

4.  Responsibility  Matrix.  This  category  of 
Information  consists  of  detailed  Identifica¬ 
tion  of  the  organizational  entitles  responsi¬ 
ble  for  each  decision  and  action  associated 
with  specific  responses  to  safeguards  contin¬ 
gencies  This  Identification  shall  be  done  by 
means  of  a  matrix  composed  of  an  array  of 
cells  for  each  event,  each  cell  correlating  a 
decision  or  action  with  a  member  or  unit  of 
the  organization  and  containing  a  task,  l  e.. 
a  detailed  description  of  how  a  decision  Is  to 
be  made  or  an  action  Is  to  be  taken 

5.  Procedures.  In  order  to  aid  implementa¬ 
tion  of  the  detailed  plan  as  developed  in  the 
matrix,  this  category  of  Information  shall 
summarize  the  actions  to  be  taken  and  deci¬ 
sions  to  be  made  by  each  member  or  unit  of 
the  organization  as  planned  In  the  matrix. 

DEVELOPMENT  AND  MAINTENANCE  OF  THE  PLAN 

When  submitting  a  licensee  safeguards 
contingency  plan  to  the  Commission  for  ap¬ 
proval,  each  license  applicant  and  licensee 
shall  also  submit  a  description  of  the  steps 
that  he  has  taken  to  ensure  that: 

(1)  Safeguards  contingency  responsibili¬ 
ties  are  assigned  in  a  manner  that  precludes 
confilcts  In  duties  or  resoonslhlllties  that 
would  prevent  the  execution  of  the  plan  in 
any  safeguards  contingency; 

(2)  Adequate  resources  are  available  at  all 
times  for  carrying  out  the  plan; 

(3)  The  plan  will  be  reviewed  and  updated 
periodically  to  take  due  account  of  changing 
conditions;  and 

(4)  Periodic  drills  or  tests  will  be  made  to 
ensure  that  safeguards  contingency  responses 
follow  those  set  forth  In  the  plan. 

(Sec.  1611,  Pub.  L.  83-703.  68  Stat.  948:  secs. 
201,  204(b)(1).  Pub.  L.  93-438.  88  Stat.  1243. 
1245  (  42  UB.C.  2201,  5841.  5844).) 


Dated  at  Washington,  D.C.  this  13t.* 
day  of  May  1977. 

For  the  Nuclear  Regulatory  Coirm  s- 
sion. 

Samuel  J.  C":  k 
Secretary  of  the  Commission 
|PR  Doc.77-14258  Filed  5-18-77:8:45  a:-a| 
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notices 


This  section  of  the  FEDERAL  REGISTER  contains  documents  other  than  rules  or  proposed  rules  that  are  applicable  to  the  public.  Notices 
of  hearings  and  investigations,  committee  meetings,  agency  decisions  and  rulings,  delegations  of  authority,  filing  of  petitions  and  applications 
and  agency  statements  of  organization  and  functions  are  examples  of  documents  appearing  in  this  section. 


DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRICULTURE 

Forest  Service 

JOHN  DAY  PLANNING  UNIT 

Availability  of  Draft  Environinental 
Statement;  Supplement 

Pursuant  to  section  102f2)(C)  of  the 
National  Environmental  Policy  Act  of 
1969,  the  Forest  Service,  Department  of 
Agriculture,  has  prepar^  a  Supplement 
to  the  Draft  Environmental  Statement 
for  the  John  Day  Planning  Unit  Land 
Use  Plan.  USDA-PS-R6-DES(Adm)- 
76-3. 

One  new  roadless  area — Fox  Creek — 
has  been  identified  and  added  to  the 
roadless  inventory.  Additional  roadless 
land  has  been  added  to  four  existing 
roadless  areas — Greenhorn  Mountain, 
Jump-Ofif  Joe,  North  Strawberry,  and 
South  Strawberry.  The  additional  inven¬ 
toried  roadless  areas  identified  in  this 
supplement  total  32,367  acres  within  the 
John  Day  Planning  Unit.  These  adjust¬ 
ments  have  transpired  since  the  John 
Day  Planning  Unit  Draft  Environmental 
Statement  was  issued.  This  new  informa¬ 
tion  could  influence  the  comments  on  the 
Draft  Statement.  Therefore,  the  Supple¬ 
ment  is  being  issued  and  given  the  same 
circulation  as  the  Draft  Environmental 
Statement,  with  an  appropriate  exten¬ 
sion  in  the  time  allowed  for  the  submis¬ 
sion  of  comments. 

The  Supplement  to  the  Draft  Environ¬ 
mental  Statement  was  transmitted  to 
CEQ  on  May  13.  1977. 

Copies  of  the  Draft  and  Supplement 
are  available  for  inspection  during  regu¬ 
lar  working  hours  at  the  following 
locations: 

USDA.  Forest  Service.  South  Agriculture 
Bldg.,  Room  3210,  12th  St.  and  Independ¬ 
ence  Ave.,  SW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20250. 
USDA,  Forest  Service,  Pacific  NcM-thwest  Re¬ 
gion.  319  SW.  Pine  Street,  Portland.  Ore¬ 
gon  97204. 

USDA.  Forest  Service,  Malheur  Nati<mal 
Forest,  139  NE.  Dayton  Street,  John  Day, 
Oregon  97845. 

USDA,  Forest  Service,  Umatilla  National 
Forest,  2517  SW.,  Hailey  Avenue,  Pendle¬ 
ton.  Oregon  97801. 

A  limited  number  of  Suwjlements  is 
avilable  upon  request  to  Forest  Super¬ 
visor,  Dan  E.  Williams.  Malheur  National 
Forest,  139  NE.  Dayton  Street.  Jc^  Day, 
Oregon  97845. 

Copies  of  the  Ehivironmental  State¬ 
ment  and  Supplement  have  been  sent  to 
various  Federal.  State,  and  local  agen¬ 
cies  as  outlined  in  the  CEQ  guidelines. 

Comments  are  invited  from  the  public 
and  from  State  and  locsJ  agencies  which 
are  authorized  to  develop  and  enforce 
environmental  standards,  and  from  Fed¬ 
eral  agencies  having  jurisdiction  by  law 


or  special  expertise  with  respect  to  any 
environmental  impact  involved  for  which 
comments  have  not  been  requested  spe¬ 
cifically. 

Coqjments  concerning  the  proposed 
action  and  requests  for  additional  infor¬ 
mation  should  be  addressed  to  Forest 
Supervisor  Dan  E.  Williams,  Malheur 
National  Forest,  139  NE.  Dayton  Street, 
John  Day,  Oregon  97845.  Comments  must 
be  received  by  July  12,  1977,  in  order  to 
be  considered  in  the  preparation  of  the 
final  environmental  statement. 

John  H.  Poppino, 
Acting  Regional  Environmental 
Coordinator,  Planning,  Pro¬ 
graming,  and  Budgeting. 

May  13,  1977. 

[FR  Doc.77-15293  Filed  5-18-77;8:45  am) 


LAND  USE  PLAN,  OPHIR-DOG 
MACDONALD  PASS  PLANNING  UNIT 

Availability  of  Final  Environmental 
Statement 

Pursuant  to  section  102(2)  (C)  of  the 
National  Environmental  Policy  Act  of 
1969,  the  Forest  Service,  Department  of 
Agriculture,  has  prepared  a  final  envi¬ 
ronmental  statement  for  the  Land  Use 
Plan — Ophir-Dog-MacDonald  Pass  Plan¬ 
ning  Unit,  Forest  Service  Report  Num¬ 
ber  USDA-FS-Rl(12)-DES-Adm-76-18. 

The  environmental  statement  con¬ 
cerns  the  proposed  preparation  and  im¬ 
plementation  of  an  intensive  Multiple 
Use  Plan  for  the  Ophir-Dog-MacDonald 
Pass  Planning  Unit,  Helena  Ranger  Dis¬ 
trict,  Helena  National  Forest,  Powell  and 
Lewis  and  Clark  Counties,  State  of  Mon¬ 
tana.  About  50,600  acres  of  National 
Forest  land  are  affected.  The  planning 
unit  is  divided  into  five  management 
units.  Significant  values,  management 
direction,  and  specific  statements  to 
guide  land  management  have  been  de¬ 
veloped  for  each  subunit. 

This  final  environmental  statement 
was  transmitted  to  CEQ  on  May  13, 1977. 

Copies  are  available  for  inspection 
during  regular  working  hours  at  the 
following  locations: 

USDA.  Forest  Service.  South  Agriculture 
Bldg.,  Room  3230,  12tb  St.  and  Independ¬ 
ence  Ave.  SW..  Washington,  D.C.  20250. 
USDA,  Forest  Service,  Northern  Region,  Fed¬ 
eral  Building.  Missoula,  Montana  59801. 
USDA.  Forest  Service.  Helena  National  For¬ 
est.  616  Helena  Avenue,  Helena,  Montana 
59601. 

USDA.  Forest  Service,  Helena  Ranger  Dis¬ 
trict,  2003  Poplar.  Helena.  Montana  59601 

A  limited  number  of  single  copies  are 
available  upon  request  to: 


USDA,  Forest  Service.  Helena  National  For¬ 
est,  616  Helena  Avenue,  Helena,  Montana 
59601. 

USDA,  Forest  Service.  Helena  Ranger  Dis¬ 
trict,  2003  Poplar,  Helena,  Montana  59601. 

Copies  of  the  environmental  state¬ 
ment  have  ben  sent  to  various  Federal. 
State,  and  local  agencies  as  outlined  in 
the  CEQ  guidelines. 

James  G.  Steffan, 

Acting  Forest  Supervisor, 
Helena  National  Forest. 

May  13.  1977. 

(FR  Doc.77-14301  Filed  5-18-77;8:45  am| 


MOUNT  HEBGEN  MANAGEMENT 
ALTERNATIVES 

Availability  of  Final  Environmental 
Statement 

Pursuant  to  section  102(2X0  of  the 
National  Environmental  Policy  Act  of 
1969,  the  Forest  Service,  Department  of 
Agriculture,  has  prepared  a  final  envi¬ 
ronmental  statement  for  the  Mount 
Hebgen  management  alternatives.  For¬ 
est  Service  report  number  USDA-FS- 
R1  ( 1 1 )  -DES-Adm-76-25. 

The  environmental  statement  con¬ 
cerns  alternatives  for  ski  development 
on  Mount  Hebgen  and  a  proposed  special 
use  permit  for  Ski  Yellowstone,  Inc.,  to 
develop  a  ski  area  on  approximately 
1,800  acres  of  National  Forest  land  in 
Gallatin  County.  Montana. 

This  final  environmental  statement 
was  transmitted  to  CEQ  on  May  13, 1977 
Copies  are  available  for  inspection 
during  regular  working  hours  at  the  fol¬ 
lowing  locations: 

USDA.  Forest  Service.  South  Agricultural 
Bldg.,  Room  3230,  12th  Street  and  Inde¬ 
pendence  Ave.  SW..  Washington,  D.C 
20250. 

USDA,  Forest  Service,  Northern  Region,  Fed¬ 
eral  Building,  Missoula,  MT  59807. 

USDA.  Forest  Service.  Oallatln  National  For¬ 
est,  Federal  Building.  Bozeman.  MT  59715 
USDA,  Forest  Service,  Hebgen  Lake  District. 
West  Yellowstone.  MT  59758. 

A  limited  number  of  single  copies  are 
available  upon  request  to  the  Forest 
Supervisor,  Gallatin  National  Forest. 
P.O.  Box  130,  Bozeman.  MT  59715. 

Copies  of  the  environmental  statement 
have  been  sent  to  various  Federal,  state, 
and  local  agencies  as  outlined  in  the  CEQ 
guidelines. 

May  13.  1977. 

Keith  M.  Thompson. 

Acting  Regional  Forester, 
Northern  Region,  Forest  Service. 
IFR  Doc.77-14299  Filed  5-18-77:8:45  ami 
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MULTIPLE  USE  PLAN,  NINEMILE-MILL 
PLANNING  UNIT 

Availability  of  Final  Environmental 
Statement 

Pursuant  to  section  102(2)  (C)  of  the 
National  Environmental  Policy  Act  of 
1969,  the  Forest  Service,  Department  of 
Agriculture,  has  prepared  a  final  envi¬ 
ronmental  statement  for  the  Multiple 
Use  Plan  Ninemile-Mill  Planning  Unit. 
USDA-PS-Rl  ( 16)-PES-Adm-7e-20. 

The  environmental  statement  ccmcems 
a  pr<H>osed  action  to  implement  a  revised 
Multiple  Use  Plan  for  the  Ninemile-Mill 
Planning  Unit,  located  on  the  Ninemile 
and  Missoula  Ranger  Districts,  Lolo  Na¬ 
tional  Forest  in  Missoula.  Mineral,  Lake, 
and  Sanders  Counties,  Montana.  The  ac¬ 
tion  affects  120,950  acres  of  National 
Forest  Land.  The  plan  recommends  that 
101,030  acres  be  managed  in  various  com¬ 
binations  for  recreation,  esthetics,  fish¬ 
eries,  wildlife,  watershed,  timber  and 
range.  An  area  of  19,920  acres  which  will 
remain  imroaded  will  be  managed  for 
recreation,  esthetics,  wildlife,  and  water¬ 
shed. 

The  primary  environmental  effects  in¬ 
volve  the  modification  of  natursd  condi¬ 
tions  on  33,400  acres  that  are  presently 
roadless.  The  major  changes  will  be  in 
the  vegetative  patterns  and  tree  species 
resulting  frmn  management  of  the  vege¬ 
tative  resources;  the  availability  of  prod¬ 
ucts,  employment,  and  services  provided; 
and  in  the  natural  condition  of  vegeta¬ 
tion,  soil,  water,  and  wildlife. 

This  final  environmental  statement 
was  transmitted  to  CEQ  on  May  5,  1977. 
Copies  are  available  for  inspection  dur¬ 
ing  regular  working  hours  at  the  fol¬ 
lowing  locations. 

USDA,  Forest  Service.  South  Agriculture 
Bldg.,  Room  3230,  lath  St.  and  Independ¬ 
ence  Ave.  SW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20250. 
USDA,  Forest  Service,  Northern  Region,  Fed¬ 
eral  Building,  340  N.  Pattee,  Missoula,  MT 
59801. 

USDA.  Forest  Service.  Lolo  National  Forest, 
Building  24,  Fort  Missoula,  Missoula,  MT 
59801. 

USDA.  Forest  Service,  Ninemile  Ranger  Dis¬ 
trict.  Huson,  MT  59846. 

USDA,  Forest  Service.  Missoula  Ranger  Dis¬ 
trict.  2801  Russell.  Missoula,  MT  59801. 
University  of  Montana,  University  Library, 
Documents  Division,  Missoula,  MT  59801. 
University  of  Montana.  Forestry  School  Li¬ 
brary.  Room  411,  Science  Complex,  Mis¬ 
soula,  MT  59801. 

Missoula  City — County  Library.  Wa.shlngton 
and  East  Main,  Missoula.  MT  59801. 

A  limited  number  of  single  copies  are 
available  upon  request  to  Orville  L.  Dan¬ 
iels,  Forest  Supervisor.  Lolo  National 
Forest.  Building  24.  Fort  Missoula,  Mis¬ 
soula,  Montana  59801. 

Copies  of  the  environmental  statement 
have  been  sent  to  various  federal,  state 
and  local  agencies  as  outlined  in  the 
CEQ  guidelines. 

Russell  E.  Miller, 
Acting  Forest  Supervisor. 

Mat  6. 1977. 

IFR  Doc.77-14300  Filed  6-18-77;8:45  am] 


VEGETATION  MANAGEMENT  WITH  HERBI¬ 
CIDES  IN  OREGON  AND  WASHINGTON 

Availability  of  Draft  Environmental 
Statement 

Pursuant  to  section  102(2)  (c)  of  the 
National  Environmental  Ptdicy  Act  of 
1969,  the  Forest  Service.  Department  (rf 
Agriculture,  has  prepared  a  Draft  Envi¬ 
ronmental  Statement  for  vegetation 
management  with  herbicides  in  Oregon 
and  Washington,  USDA-PS-R6-DES 
(Adm)-75-18  (revised). 

The  Envinmmental  Statement  con¬ 
cerns  a  proposed  series  of  vegetative 
treatments  on  National  Forest  lands  us¬ 
ing  the  herbicides  2,4-D,  2,4,5-T,  sllvex, 
strazine,  dicamba.  dalapon.  amitrole-T, 
picloram,  monosodium  methanearsenate, 
cacodylic  acid,  and  Krenite  as  a  part  of 
various  resource  management  activities 
including  site  preparation,  conifer  re¬ 
lease,  precommercial  thinning  of  c<mi- 
fers,  contrid  of  noxious  or  poisonous 
plants,  range  revegetation,  and  mainte¬ 
nance  of  improvement. 

This  Draft  Environmental  Statement 
was  transmitted  to  CEQ  on  May  11. 1977. 

Copies  are  available  tor  inspection 
during  regular  working  hours  at  the  fol¬ 
lowing  locations: 

USDA  Forest  Service,  South  Agriculture 
Bldg.,  Room  3210,  12th  &  Independence 
Ave.  SW.,  Washington.  D.C.  20250. 

USDA.  Forest  Service,  Pacific  Northwest  Re¬ 
gion,  319  S.W.  Pine  Street.  Portland.  Ore¬ 
gon  97204. 

A  limited  number  of  single  copies  are 
available  upon  request  to  Regional  For¬ 
ester,  Pacific  Northwest  Regicm,  P.O.  Box 
3623,  Portland,  Oregon  97208. 

Copies  of  the  Draft  Environmental 
Statement  have  been  sent  to  various 
Federal,  State,  and  local  agencies  as  out¬ 
lined  in  the  CEQ  guidelines. 

Cwnments  are  invited  from  the  public 
and  from  State  and  local  agencies  which 
are  authorized  to  develc^  and  enforce 
environmental  standards,  and  frtxn  Fed¬ 
eral  agencies  having  Jurisdiction  by  law 
or  special  expertLse  with  respect  to  any 
environmental  impact  involved  for 
which  comments  have  not  been  requested 
specifically. 

Comments  must  be  received  by  July 
10.  1977  in  order  to  be  considered  in  the 
preparation  of  the  Final  Environmental 
Statement.  Comments  concerning  the 
proposed  action  and  requests  for  addi¬ 
tional  information  should  be  addressed 
to  Regional  Forester,  Pacific  Northwest 
Region.  P.O.  Box  3623,  Portland,  Oregon 
97208 

Curtis  L.  Swanson, 
Regional  Environmental  Coor~ 
dinator  Planning,  Program¬ 
ing  and  Budgeting. 

May  11.  1977. 

I  PR  Doc.77-14302  Filed  5-18-77;8:45  am) 

CIVIL  AERONAUTICS  BOARD 

{Docket  Nos.  30656  and  30657] 

ALIA— THE  ROYAL  JORDANIAN  AIRLINES 
CORP.  AND  SYRIAN  ARAB  AIRLINES 

Prehearing  Conference  and  Hearing 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  a  prehear¬ 
ing  conference  in  this  proceeding  is  as- 
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Signed  to  be  held  on  May  26,  1977,  at 
9:30  a.m.  (local  time),  in  Room  1003, 
Hearing  Room  C.  1875  Connecticut  Ave¬ 
nue  NW..  Washington,  D.C..  bef(»e  Ad¬ 
ministrative  Law  Judge  Arthur  S. 
Present. 

Notice  is  also  given  that  the  hearing 
may  be  held  immediately  following  con¬ 
clusion  of  the  prehearing  conference  im- 
less  a  person  objects  or  shows  reason  for 
postponement  at  the  prehearing  confer¬ 
ence. 

Dated  at  Washington,  D.C.,  May  13, 
1977. 

Henry  M.  Switkay. 

Acting  Chief  Administrative 

Law  Judge. 

|FR  Doc.77-14227  Filed  5-18-77;8:45  am] 

DEPARTMENT  OF  COMMERCE 

National  Oceanic  and  Atmospheric 
Administration 

ALBERT  MEDEIROS 

Receipt  of  Application  for  Certificate  of 
Exemption 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  follow¬ 
ing  applicant  has  applied  in  due  form 
for  Certificate  of  Exemption  under  Pub. 
L.  94-359,  and  the  regulations  issued 
thereunder  (50  CFR  Part  222,  Subpart 
B),  to  engage  in  certain  commercial 
activities  with  respect  to  pre-Act  en¬ 
dangered  species  parts  or  products. 

Applicant:  Albert  Medeiros.  Koch  &  Sou 
Scrimshaw,  88  North  Street,  Mattapolsett, 
MA  98122. 

Period  of  Exemption.  The  applicant 
requests  that  the  period  of  time  to  be 
covered  by  the  Certificate  of  Exemption 
begin  on  the  date  of  the  original  issuance 
of  the  Certificate  of  Exemption  and  be 
effective  for  a  3-year  period. 

Commercial  activities  exempted,  (i) 
The  prohibition,  as  set  forth  in  section 
9(a)(1)(A)  of  the  Act.  to  export  any 
such  species  part  from  the  United  States; 
(ii)  The  prohibition,  as  set  forth  in  sec¬ 
tion  9(a)(1)(E)  of  the  Act.  to  deliver, 
receive,  carry,  transport,  or  ship  in 
interestate  or  foreign  commerce,  by  any 
means  whatsoever  and  in  the  course  of 
commercial  activity  any  such  species 
part;  (iii)  The  prohibitions,  as  set  forth 
in  sections  9(a)(1)  (F)  of  the  Act,  to  sell 
or  offer  for  sale  in  interstate  or  foreign 
commerce  any  such  species  part. 

Parts  or  products  exempted.  Finished 
scrimshaw  products  to  be  made  from 
approximately  302  pounds  of  whale 
teeth. 

Written  comments  on  this  application 
may  be  submitted  to  the  Director,  Na¬ 
tional  Marine  Fisheries  Service,  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Commerce,  Washington,  D.C. 
20235  on  or  before  June  20.  1977. 

Robert  J.  Ayers, 

Acting  Associate  Director 
for  Fisheries  Management. 

May  13.  1977. 

|FR  Doc.77-14325  Filed  5-18-77;8:45  am] 
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FISHING  IN  MEXICAN  GULF  OF  MEXICO 
WATERS 

Licensing  Procedures 

The  first  annual  consultation  relative 
to  the  implementation  of  the  Fisheries 
Agreement  between  Mexico  and  the 
United  States  was  held  in  Mexico  City  on 
April  26-27.  1977.  Procedures  for  licens¬ 
ing  U.S.  vessels  to  fish  for  shrimp  or 
snapper/grouper  in  the  Mexican  Zone 
(12  to  200  miles  off  the  Mexican  coast> 
were  developed  for  the  August  1,  1977. 
through  July  31.  1978  fishing  season.  Ap¬ 
plications  for  entering  vessels  in  this 
fishery  may  be  obtained  by  contacting 
the  Regional  Director.  National  Marine 
Fisheries  Service.  9450  Gtandy  Boulevard. 
St.  Petersburg.  Florida  33702,  telephone 
number;  813-893-3141.  Applications  are 
available  also  from  the  Brownsville 
Trawlers  Association.  Star  Route.  Box  5, 
Brownsville.  Texas  78521,  telephone 
number:  512-831-4862;  the  Southeastern 
Fisheries  Association.  124  West  Jefferson 
Street.  Tallahassee.  Florida  32301,  tele¬ 
phone  number:  904-224-0612:  and  the 
Texas  Shrimp  Association.  P.O.  Box 
1666.  Brownsville.  Texas  78520.  telephone 
number:  512-546-5389. 

Completed  application  forms  must  be 
received  bv  the  National  Marine  Fish¬ 
eries  Service  or  any  of  the  three  associ¬ 
ations  no  later  than  May  30.  1977.  for 
transmittal  to  the  Mexican  Government. 
License  fees  and  charges  per  vessel  for 
the  fishing  season  are  as  follows : 


Performance 

rerinit 

Catch 

IxH-atioii 

fee 

charge 

Bond  or  deposit 

SIIRIMF 

TanipicKi 

$Kn 

$2,006 

Up  to  $1,600. 

Coiitoy. 

80 

l,.'i38 

Do. 

SWPPtR- 

OROrPER 

Mexican  *one 

80 

.'■6.1 

Do. 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  May  13. 
1977. 

Jack  W.  Gehringer. 
Deputy  Director. 

National  Marine  Fisheries  Service. 
|FR  Doc  77-14212  Piled  6-18-77:8:45  ami 


MID-ATLANTIC  FISHERY  MANAGEMENT 
COUNCIL;  NEW  ENGLAND  FISHERY 
MANAGEMENT  COUNCIL 

Availability  of  Draft  Environmental  Impact 
Statement/Fishery  Management  Plan  on 
the  Atlantic  Clam  Fishery  and  Public 
Meetings  and  Hearing  Thereon 

Pursuant  to  section  102(2)  (c)  of  the 
National  Environmental  Policy  Act  of 
1969.  the  National  Oceanic  and  Atmos¬ 
pheric  Administration.  Department  of 
Commerce,  and  the  Mid-Atlantic  and 
New  England  Fishery  Management 
Councils  have  prepared  a  draft  environ¬ 
mental  impact  statement  for  the  pro¬ 
posed  implementation  of  the  Fishery 
Management  Plan  for  the  Atlantic  dam 
Fishery.  In  accordance  with  the  pro¬ 
visions  of  the  Fishery  Conservation  and 


NOTICES 

Management  Act  of  1976  (PXi.  94-265) 
the  plan  has  been  prepared  by  the  Mid- 
Atlantic  and  New  England  Fishery  Man¬ 
agement  Councils  and  requires  approval 
by  the  Secretary  of  Commerce  prior  to 
its  implementation. 

The  environmental  statement  con¬ 
cerns  a  proposal  to  adopt  and  imple¬ 
ment  a  fishery  management  plan  for  the 
surf  clam  and  ocean  quahog  fisheries  off 
the  Mid-Atlantic  and  Northeastern 
United  States,  pursuant  to  the  Fishery 
Conservation  and  Management  Act  of 
1976.  which  extends  U.S.  jurisdiction  over 
marine  fishery  resources  to  200  nautical 
miles  and  establishes  a  program  for  their 
management.  Upon  approval,  the  plan 
will  serve  to  manage  these  fisheries  for 
optimum  yield.  The  plan  proposes  to  re¬ 
build  the  declining  surf  clam  stocks 
within  a  10  year  i>eriod.  to  minimize 
short  term  dislocation  of  fishermen  and 
to  prevent  overfishing  of  the  ocean  qua¬ 
hog  stocks.  The  following  regulatory 
measures  are  reconunended: 

A.  Restriction  of  surf  clam  landings  to 
35  million  pounds  of  meats  for  1977; 

B.  restriction  of  ocean  quahog  land¬ 
ings  to  60  million  pounds  of  meats  for 
1977; 

C.  establishment  of  a  minimum  shell 
size  for  surf  clams  at  4>/^  inches;  and 

D.  restriction  of  new  entrants  into  the 
surf  clam  fishery. 

Written  comments  on  the  draft  en¬ 
vironmental  impact  statement/fishery 
management  plan  may  be  submitted  on 
or  before  July  5. 1977  to: 

Mr  John  C.  Bryson.  Executive  Director.  Mid- 
Atlantic  Fishery  Management  Council. 
Federal  Building.  Room  2115,  North  New 
Streets.  Dover.  Delaware  10901. 

Individuals  or  organizations  wishing  to 
comment  on  the  draft  environmental  im¬ 
pact  statements  'fishery  management 
plan  may  also  do  so  at  public  meetings. 

The  Mid-Atlantic  Fishery  Manage¬ 
ment  Council  will  hold  its  public  meetings 
at  the  following  locations  on : 

June  1.  1977 — Omni  International  Hotel.  777 
Waterfront  Drive.  Norfolk.  Virginia  23510. 
June  2.  1977 — Sheraton  Fontainebleu  Hotel, 
10100  Ocean  Highway.  Ocean  City.  Mary¬ 
land  21842 

June  3.  1977 — Golden  Eagle  Motor  Inn.  Phila¬ 
delphia  Avenue.  Cape  May.  New  Jersey 
08204 

June  6.  1977 — Asbury  Avenue  Pavilllon,  As- 
bury  and  Ocean  Avenues.  Asbury  Park, 
New  Jersey  07712. 

A  public  hearing  will  be  held  on  June 
16.  1977,  at  the  Southhampton  Inn.  91 
Hill  Street,  Southhampton,  Long  Island. 
New  York  11968.  All  sessions  will  con¬ 
vene  at  7:30  p.m.  and  adjourn  at  9:30 
p.m. 

The  New  England  Gishery  Manage¬ 
ment  Council  will  hold  its  public  meet¬ 
ings  at  the  following  locations  on; 

June  14,  1977 — Bourne  Community  Build¬ 
ing.  239  Main  Street.  Buzzards  Bay.  Massa¬ 
chusetts. 

June  15.  1977 — Newport  Harbor  Treadway 
Inn.  On  the  Harbor.  Newport.  Rhode  Island. 
June  16,  1977 — Holiday  Inn,  Woodbury  Ave¬ 
nue.  Portsmouth.  New  Hampshire. 


All  sessions  will  convene  at  7:30  p.m. 

Members  of  the  public  interested  in  ob¬ 
taining  a  copy  of  the  draft  environmen¬ 
tal  impact  statement/fishery  manage¬ 
ment  plan  may  contact: 

Mr.  John  C.  Bryson,  Executi\'e  Director.  Mid- 
Atlantic  Fishery  Management  Council. 
Room  2115,  Federal  Building.  North  New 
Streets.  Dover.  Delaware  19901. 

Regional  Director,  Northeast  Region.  Na¬ 
tional  Marine  Fisheries^  Service.  Federal 
Building.  14  Elm  Street.  Gloucester,  Mas¬ 
sachusetts  01930. 

Copies  of  the  draft  environmental 
statement/fishery  management  plan  may 
also  be  viewed  at  the  public  meetings  and 
summaries  of  the  fishery  management 
plan  will  be  distributed  at  the  public 
meetings.  Copies  are  also  available  for 
inspection  at: 

National  Oceanic  and  Atmospheric  Admin¬ 
istration.  Environment  Science  Informa¬ 
tion  Center.  Page  Building  2.  Room  193, 
3300  Whitehaven  Street  NW..  Washington. 
D  C.  20235. 

This  Notice  is  being  published  at  the 
request  of  and  in  cooperation  with  the 
Mid-Atlantic  and  New  England  Fishery 
Management  Councils. 

Dated  this  13th  day  of  May,  1977  at 
Washington.  D.C. 

Jack  W.  Gehringer. 
Deputy  Director. 

|FR  Doc.77-14230  Filed  5-17-77:8:45  am| 


ROBERT  J.  HONIS 

Receipt  of  Application  for  Certificate  of 
Exemption 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  follow¬ 
ing  applicant  has  applied  in  due  form 
for  a  Certificate  of  Exemption  under 
Pub.  L.  94-359,  and  the  regulations  is¬ 
sued  thereunder  (50  CFR  Part  222,  Sub¬ 
part  B) ,  to  engage  in  certain  commercial 
activities  with  respect  to  pre-Act  en¬ 
dangered  species  parts  or  products. 

Applicant:  Robert  J.  Honis.  8390  Kumquat 
Avenue.  Seminole.  Florida  3354C. 

Period  of  exemption.  The  applicant 
requests  that  the  period  to  be  covered 
by  the  Certificate  of  Exemption  begin  on 
the  date  of  the  original  issuance  of  the 
Certificate  of  Exemption  and  be  effective 
for  a  3-year  period. 

Commercial  activities  exempted,  (i) 
The  prohibition,  as  set  forth  in  section 
9(a)  (1>  (A)  of  the  Act.  to  export  any 
such  species  part  from  the  United 
States;  (ii)  The  prohibitions,  as  set  forth 
in  section  9(a>  (1)  (E)  of  the  Act,  to  de¬ 
liver,  receive,  carry,  transport,  or  ship  in 
interstate  or  foreign  c<Hnmerce,  by  any 
means  whatsoever  and  In  the  course  of 
commercial  activity  any  such  species; 
part;  (iii)  The  prehibitions,  as  set  forth 
in  section  9(a>  (1)  (F)  of  the  Act,  to  sell 
or  offer  for  sale  in  interstate  or  foreign 
commerce  any  such  species  part. 

Parts  or  products  exempted.  Finished 
scrimshaw  prcxlucts  to  be  made  fnmi 
approximately  42  whale  teeth  and  5 
pieces  of  whale  bone. 

Written  comments  on  this  application 
may  be  submitted  to  the  Director,  Na- 
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tional  Marine  Fisheries  Service,  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Commerce,  Washington,  D.C. 
20235  on  or  before  June  20.  1977. 

Robert  J.  Aters. 

Acting  Associate  Director 
for  Fisheries  Management. 

Mat  13,  1977. 

|FR  Doc.77-1 4330  Piled  0-18-77:8 :45  am) 

COST  ACCOUNTING  STANDARDS 
BOARD 

RESTATEMENT  OF  OBJECTIVES,  POLICIES 
AND  CONCEPTS 

In  March  1973,  the  Cost  Accounting 
Standards  Board  published  a  Statement 
of  its  operating  policies,  procedures  and 
objectives  within  which  the  Board  was 
formulating  Cost  Accounting  Standards 
and  related  rules  and  regulations  in 
carrying  out  its  legislative  mandate  under 
Pub.  L.  91-379.  The  Board  published  that 
document  to  improve  general  under¬ 
standing  of  the  Board’s  fundamental  ob¬ 
jectives  and  concepts.  The  Board  stated 
at  that  time  that  it  may  from  time-to- 
time  amplify,  supplement  or  modify  its 
views  as  it  proceeds  with  consideration 
of  individual  issuances. 

ITie  Board  is  now  publishing  a  re¬ 
statement  of  its  objectives,  policies  and 
concepts.  This  publication  is  intended  to 
make  known  the  current  views  of  the 
Cost  Accounting  Standards  Board  in 
these  matters.  Interested  members  of  the 
public  should,  on  the  basis  of  this  State¬ 
ment,  be  better  able  to  focus  on  the  com¬ 
plex  and  difBcult  issues  which  the  Board 
faces  in  promulgating  Cost  Accounting 
Standards.  Anticipating  that  the  Board, 
from  tlme-to-time,  expects  to  revise  this 
document,  the  Board  welcomes  the  views 
of  interested  persons  on  the  objectives, 
policies  and  concepts  stated  herein. 

May  1977. 
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OBJKmVES 

The  primary  objective  of  the  Cost  Ac¬ 
counting  Standards  Board  is  to  Implement 
Pub.  L.  01-379  by  Issuing  clearly  stated  Cost 
Accounting  Standards  to  achieve  (1)  an  In¬ 


creased  degree  of  uniformity  In  cost  ac¬ 
counting  practices  among  Government  con¬ 
tractors  In  like  circumstances,  and  (2)  con¬ 
sistency  In  cost  accounting  practices  In  like 
circumstances  by  Individual  Government 
contractors  over  periods  of  time.  In  accom¬ 
plishing  this  primary  objective,  the  Board 
takes  Into  account  the  probable  costs  of  Im¬ 
plementation,  including  Inflationary  effects, 
if  any,  compared  to  the  probable  benefits  of 
such  Standards. 

Increased  uniformity  and  consistency  In 
accounting  Improve  understanding  and  com¬ 
munication,  reduce  the  Incidence  of  disputes 
and  disagreements,  and  facilitate  equitable 
contract  settlements. 

A  Cost  Accounting  Standard  is  a  state¬ 
ment  formally  issued  by  the  Cost  Account¬ 
ing  Standards  Board  that  (1)  enunciates  a 
principle  or  principles  to  be  followed.  (2) 
establishes  practices  to  be  applied,  or  (3) 
speclflles  criteria  to  be  employed  In  selecting 
from  alternative  principles  and  practices  In 
estimating,  accmulatlng,  and  reporting  costs 
of  contracts  subject  to  the  rules  of  the 
Board.  A  Cost  Accounting  Standard  may  oe 
stated  In  terms  as  general  or  as  specific  as 
the  Cost  Accounting  Standards  Board  con¬ 
siders  necessary  to  accomplish  Its  purpose. 

oNiroaMrrT 

Uniformity  relates  to  comparison  of  two 
or  more  accounting  entities  and  the  Board's 
objective  in  this  respect  Is  to  achieve  com¬ 
parability  of  results  of  entities  operating 
under  like  circumstances.  The  Board  rec¬ 
ognizes  the  Impractlcallty  of  defining  or  at¬ 
taining  absolute  uniformity,  largely  because 
of  the  problems  related  to  defining  like 
circumstances.  The  Board  will,  nonetheless, 
seek  ways  to  attain  a  practical  degree  of 
uniformity  In  cost  accounting. 

Absolute  uniformity  would  be  achieved 
only  If  contractors  In  the  same  circum¬ 
stances  (with  respect  to  a  given  subject) 
always  followed  the  same  cost  accounting 
practices.  The  Board  does  not  seek  to  estab¬ 
lish  a  single  uniform  accounting  system  or 
chart  of  accounts  for  all  the  complex  and 
diverse  businesses  engaged  In  defense  con¬ 
tract  work.  Any  Increase  In  uniformity,  how¬ 
ever,  will  provide  more  comparability  among 
contractors  whose  circumstances  are  similar. 
Therefore,  If  the  Boeutl  were  to  be  satisfied 
that  circumstances  among  all  concerned 
contractors  are  substantially  the  same  In  a 
given  subject  aim  the  Board  would  not  be 
precluded  from  establishing  a  single  cost 
accounting  treatment  for  use  In  such  cir¬ 
cumstances. 

CONSISTKNCT 

CX)nslstency  pertains  to  the  use  by  one 
accounting  entity  of  compatible  cost  account¬ 
ing  practices  whloh  permit  comparability  of 
contract  restilts  under  similar  circumstances 
over  periods  of  time.  Like  uniformity,  the 
attainment  of  absolute  consistency  can  only 
be  measured  when  like  circumstances  can  be 
defined.  Essentially,  consistency  relates  to 
the  allocation  of  costs,  both  direct  and 
Indirect,  and  to  the  treatment  of  cost  with 
respect  to  Individual  cost  objectives  as 
well  as  among  cost  objectives  In  like  clr- 
ciunstances.  The  Board  believes  that  con¬ 
sistency  within  an  entity  enhances  the 
usefulness  of  comparisons  between  estimates 
and  actuals.  It  also  improves  the  com¬ 
parability  of  cost  reports  from  one  time 
period  to  another  where  there  are  like  cir¬ 
cumstances. 

AixowAsnmr  and  AuxxrAsiLmr 

The  CASB  does  not  determine  categories  or 
Individual  Items  of  cost  that  are  allowable. 
Allowability  is  a  procurement  concent  affect¬ 
ing  contract  price  and  in  most  cases  is  es¬ 
tablished  In  regulatory  or  contractual  pro¬ 


visions.  An  agency's  policies  on  allowability 
of  costs  may  be  derived  from  law  and  are 
generally  embodied  In  its  procurement  regu¬ 
lations.  A  contracting  agency  may  include  in 
contract  terms  or  In  Its  procurement  regula¬ 
tions  a  provision  that  will  refuse  to  allow 
certain  costs  incurred  by  contratcors  that 
are  unreasonable  In  amount  or  contrary  to 
public  policy.  In  accounting  terms,  those 
same  costs  may  be  allocable  to  the  contract 
In  question. 

Allocablllty  Is  an  accounting  concept  In¬ 
volving  the  ascertainment  of  contract  cost; 
It  results  from  a  relationship  between  a  cost 
and  a  cost  objective  such  that  the  cost  ob¬ 
jective  appropriately  bears  all  or  a  portion  of 
the  cost.  For  a  particular  cost  objective  to 
have  allocated  to  It  all  or  part  of  a  cost  there 
should  exist  a  beneficial  or  causal  relation¬ 
ship  between  the  cost  objective  and  the  cost. 

Cost  Accounting  Standards  provide  for  the 
definition  and  measurement  of  costs,  the  as¬ 
signment  of  costs  to  particular  cost  account¬ 
ing  periods,  and  the  determination  of  the 
bases  for  the  direct  and  Indirect  allocation 
of  the  total  assigned  costs  to  the  contracts 
and  other  cost  objectives  of  these  periods. 
The  use  of  Cost  Accounting  Standards  has 
no  direct  bearing  on  the  allowability  of  those 
Individual  Items  of  cost  which  are  subject  to 
limitations  or  exclusions  set  forth  In  the 
contract  or  which  are  otherwise  specified  as 
unallowable  by  the  Government. 

The  Board  recognizes  that  contract  costs 
are  only  one  of  several  important  factors 
which  should  be  Involved  In  negotiating  con¬ 
tracts.  Therefore,  the  promulgation  of  Cost 
Accounting  Standards,  and  the  determina¬ 
tion  of  contract  costs  thereunder,  cannot  be 
considered  a  substitute  for  effective  contract 
negotiation.  It  should  be  emphasized  that 
where  Cost  Accounting  Standards  are  appli¬ 
cable,  they  are  determinative  as  to  the  costs 
allocable  to  contracts.  It  Is  a  contracting 
agency's  prerogative  to  negotiate  the  allow¬ 
ability  of  costs  which  are  allocated  to  con¬ 
tracts;  however,  the  definition  defense  con¬ 
tracts  and  how  the  amount  thereof  Is  to  be 
allocated  is  a  function  of  Cost  Accounting 
Standards. 

EAntNXSS 

The  Board  considers  a  Cost  Accounting 
Standard  to  be  fair  when,  in  the  Board's  best 
judgment,  the  Standard  shows  neither  bias 
nor  prejudice  to  either  party  to  affected  con¬ 
tracts. 

The  results  of  contract  pricing  may  ulti¬ 
mately  be  regarded  as  fair  or  unfair  by  either 
or  both  parties  to  that  contract.  But  If  the 
Cost  Accounting  Standards  uutlllzed  In  the 
negotiation,  admlnlstratlcm,  and  settlement 
of  the  contract  provided  the  contracting  par¬ 
ties  with  accounting  data  which  are  repre¬ 
sentative  of  the  facts,  the  Standards  them- 
•^elves  are  fair. 

VERIVTABIUTT 

Verifiability  Is  generally  accepted  as  an 
Important  goal  for  Information  used  In  cost 
accounting.  Contrturt  cost  accounting  sys¬ 
tems  should  provide  for  verifiability  to  the 
greatest  extent  practical.  Contract  costs 
should  be  auditable  by  examination  of  ap¬ 
propriate  data  and  documents  supporting 
such  costs  or  by  reference  to  the  facts  and 
assumptions  used  to  allocate  the  costs  to  the 
contract. 

The  Board  recognizes  that  under  some 
Cost  Accounting  Standards  individual  con¬ 
tractors  may  accumulate  or  allocate  certain 
contract  costs  on  a  different  basis,  or  In 
greater  detail,  than  would  otherwise  be  pro¬ 
vided  In  a  contractor's  general  books  of  ac¬ 
count.  The  Board  has  stated  In  the  orefatory 
comments  of  certain  Standards  that  con¬ 
tractors  may  use  memorandum  accounting 
records  to  meet  the  requirements  of  Stand- 
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ards.  These  statements  reflect  the  Board’s 
intent  that,  for  these  Standards  and  else 
where,  only  such  detail  of  cost  allocation  and 
record  keeping  should  be  required  as  is  nec¬ 
essary  to  provide  the  verifiability  that  is 
needed  to  satisfy  regulatory  contract  cost 
audit  requirements.  Detailed  contractor  ac¬ 
counting  records  of  contract  costs  should  be 
reconcilable  with  the  general  books  of  ac¬ 
count. 

Cost  Allocation  Concepts 

In  order  to  achieve  increased  uniformity 
and  consistency  in  accounting  for  costs  of 
negotiated  defense  contracts,  Cost  Account¬ 
ing  Standards  should  provide  criteria  for  the 
allocation  to  cost  objectives  of  the  costs  of 
resources  used.  As  used  in  this  discussion  cost 
is  the  monetary  value  of  the  resources  used. 
A  cost  objective  as  defined  by  the  Board  is  “a 
function,*  organizational  subdivision,  con¬ 
tract,  or  other  work  unit  for  which  cost  data 
are  desired  and  for  which  provision  is  made 
to  accumulate  and  measure  the  cost  of  pro¬ 
cesses,  products,  jobs,  capitalized  projects, 
etc."  Standards  deal  with  all  aspects  of  cost 
allocability,  including: 

1.  The  definition  and  measurement  of  costs 
which  may  be  allocated  to  cost  objectives. 

2.  The  determination  of  the  cost  account¬ 
ing  period  to  which  such  costs  are  assignable, 
and 

3.  The  determination  of  the  methods  by 
which  costs  are  to  be  allocated  to  cost  ob¬ 
jectives. 

The  Board  will  adhere  to  the  concept  of 
full  costing  whenever  appropriate.  Full  al¬ 
location  of  all  costs  of  a  period.  Including 
general  and  administrative  expenses  and  all 
other  indirect  costs  is  considered  by  the 
Board  generally  to  be  the  basis  for  determin¬ 
ing  the  cost  of  negotiated  defense  contracts. 

Under  the  full  costing  concept,  all  costs 
initially  allocated  to  intermediate  cost  ob¬ 
jectives  must  be  subsequently  reallocated  to 
final  cost  objectives.  For  this  purpose,  a  final 
cost  objective  may  be  established  to  include 
unreasonable  costs  or  costs  unallowable  for 
other  reasons.  The  bases  selected  for  alloca¬ 
tion  of  costs  from  intermediate  cost  objec¬ 
tives  to  final  cost  objectives  are  the  devices 
used  to  associate  costs  with  final  cost  objec¬ 
tives  when  such  costs  are  not  directly  identi¬ 
fiable  with  those  cost  objectives.  If  the  b«use 
selected  is  a  reasonable  measure  of  the  rela¬ 
tionship  between  the  cost  and  cost  objec¬ 
tives,  the  cost  will  be  reasonably  allocated  to 
such  cost  objectives.  The  Board  has  referred 
to  this  conceptual  relationship  in  Standards 
as  the  beneficial  or  causal  relationship  be¬ 
tween  costs  and  cost  objectives.  In  addition 
to  the  expression  of  this  concept.  Standards 
define  in  appropriate  circumstances  what 
criteria  should  be  used  to  select  the  allocation 
base  which  best  expresses  this  conceptual 
relationship. 

HIERARCHY  FOR  ALLOCATING  COSTS 

As  an  ideal,  each  item  should  be  assigned 
to  the  cost  Objective  which  was  intended  to 
benefit  from  the  resource  represented  by  the 
cost  or,  alternatively,  which  caused  incur¬ 
rence  of  the  cost.  To  approach  this  goal,  the 
Board  believes  in  the  deslrabUlty  of  direct 
identification  of  costs  with  final  cost  objec¬ 
tives  where  the  following  allocation  charac¬ 
teristics  exist; 

1.  The  beneficial  or  causal  relationship  be¬ 
tween  the  incurrence  of  cost  and  cost  objec¬ 
tives  is  clear  and  exclusive. 

2.  The  amount  of  resource  used  is  readily 
and  economically  measurable. 

However,  if  all  items  of  cost  incurred  for  the 
same  purpose  in  like  circumstances  do  not 
have  these  characteristics,  then  none  of 
these  items  should  be  identified  directly 
with  final  cost  objectives. 
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In  addition,  the  Board  recognizes  that 
there  are  circumstances  where  although  the 
units  of  resource  used  can  be  directly  iden¬ 
tified  with  a  final  cost  objective,  it  would 
be  inapporpriate  or  unnecessary  to  directly 
identify  the  cost  with  the  final  cost  objec¬ 
tive.  Where  the  units  of  resource  used  are 
interchangeable,  as  for  example  in  the  use 
of  like  machinery  and  equipment,  consump¬ 
tion  of  materials  and  supplies  or  utility 
services,  the  amount  of  cost  to  be  allocated 
to  cost  objectives  may  more  appropriately  be 
determined  on  the  basis  of  an  average  cost 
and  not  on  the  actual  cost  of  each  unit  used. 
The  Board  believes  that  this  averaging  con¬ 
cept  should  be  applied  in  appropriate  cir¬ 
cumstances.  Individual  Standards  treat  with 
specific  liLstances  where,  although  the  in¬ 
cidence  of  resource  use  is  directly  identified 
with  particular  final  cost  objectives,  the 
cost  of  the  resource  used  should  be  deter¬ 
mined  on  an  averaging  or  indirect  basis. 

Where  units  of  resource  used  are  not  di¬ 
rectly  identified  with  final  cost  objectives, 
the  cost  of  such  resources  should  be  grouped 
into  logical  and  homogeneous  pools  for  al¬ 
location  to  cost  objectives  in  accordance 
with  a  hierarchy  of  preferable  techniques. 
Homogeneity  means  that  the  costs  of  func¬ 
tions  allocated  by  a  single  base  have  the 
same  or  a  similar  relationship  to  the  cost  ob¬ 
jectives  for  which  the  functions  are  per¬ 
formed.  and  the  grouping  of  such  costs  in 
homogeneous  pools  for  allocation  to  bene¬ 
fited  cost  objectives  results  in  a  better  iden¬ 
tification  of  cost  with  cost  objectives.  There 
are  circumstances  where  unlike  functions 
will  have  the  same  or  a  similar  relationship 
to  cost  objectives;  it  may  be  appropriate  to 
group  the  cost  of  such  functions  and  use 
a  measure  of  the  common  relationship  as 
the  base  for  cost  allocation  purposes.  Fi¬ 
nally,  where  the  final  output  of  either  goods 
or  services  is  the  same  or  similar  (l.e.. 
homogeneousl,  all  indirect  functions  attrib¬ 
utable  to  the  common  output  may  be 
grouped  for  allocation  of  the  costs  of  those 
functions. 

The  Board  believes  that  the  preferable 
allocation  techniques  for  distributing  homo¬ 
geneous  pools  of  cost  are  as  follows: 

1.  The  preferred  representation  of  the  rela¬ 
tionship  between  the  pooled  cost  and  the 
benefiting  cost  objectives  is  a  measure  of  the 
activity  (input)  of  the  function  or  functions 
represented  by  the  pool  of  cost.  This  rela¬ 
tionship  can  be  measured  in  circumstances 
where  there  is  a  direct  and  definitive  rela¬ 
tionship  between  the  function  or  functions 
and  the  benefiting  cost  objectives.  In  such 
cases,  a  single  unit  of  measure  can  general¬ 
ly  represent  the  consumption  of  resources  in 
performance  of  the  activities  represented  by 
the  pool  of  cost.  Measures  of  the  activity 
ordinarily  can  be  expressed  in  such  terms 
as  labor  hours,  machine  hours,  or  square 
footage.  Accordingly,  costs  of  these  func¬ 
tions  can  be  allocated  by  use  of  a  rate, 
such  as  a  rate  per  labor  hour,  rate  per 
machine  hour  or  cost  per  square  foot  of 
the  support  activity. 

2.  Where  such  measures  are  unavailable  or 
impractical  to  ascertain  the  basis  for  al¬ 
location  can  be  a  measurement  of  the  out- 
nut  of  the  function  or  functions  repre¬ 
sented  by  the  pool  of  cost.  Thus  the  output 
becomes  a  substitute  measure  for  the  use 
of  resources  and  is  a  reasonable  alterna¬ 
tive  where  direct  measurement  of  input  its 
impractical.  Output  can  be  measured  in 
terms  of  units  of  end  product  produced  by 
the  functions,  as  for  example,  number  of 
printed  pages  for  a  print  shop,  number  of 
purcha.se  orders  processed  by  a  purchasing 
department,  number  of  hires  by  an  employ¬ 
ment  office 


3.  Where  neither  activity  (input)  nor  out¬ 
put  of  the  functions  can  be  measured  prac¬ 
tically,  a  surrogate  must  be  used  to  measure 
the  resources  used.  Surrogates  used  to  repre¬ 
sent  the  relationship  generally  measure  the 
activity  of  the  cost  objectives  receiving  the 
service  and  should  vary  in  proportion  to  the 
services  received.  For  example,  a  personnel 
department  may  provide  various  services 
which  cannot  be  measured  practically  on  an 
activity  or  output  basis.  Number  of  person¬ 
nel  served  may  reasonably  represent  the 
use  of  resources  of  the  personnel  function 
for  the  cost  objectives  receiving  the  service, 
where  this  base  varies  in  proportion  to  the 
services  performed. 

4.  Pooled  costs  which  cannot  readily  be 
allocated  on  measures  of  specific  beneficial 
or  causal  relationship  generally  represent  the 
cost  of  overall  management  activities.  Such 
costs  do  not  have  a  direct  and  definitive 
relationship  to  the  benefiting  cost  objec¬ 
tives.  These  costs  should  be  grouped  in  rela¬ 
tion  to  the  activities  managed  and  the  base 
selected  to  measure  the  allocation  of  these 
indirect  costs  to  cost  objectives  should  be 
a  base  representative  of  the  entire  activity 
being  managed.  For  example,  the  total  cost 
of  plant  activities  managed  might  be  a 
reasonable  base  for  allocation  of  general 
plant  Indirect  costs.  The  use  of  a  portion 
of  a  total  activity,  such  as  direct  labor 
costs  or  direct  material  costs  only,  as  a 
substitute  for  a  total  activity  ba.se,  is  ac¬ 
ceptable  only  if  the  base  is  a  good  representa¬ 
tive  of  the  total  activity  being  managed. 

In  developing  allocation  techniques  for 
individual  Standards,  the  Board  will  define 
the  circumstances  where  direct  identifica¬ 
tion  or  an  appropriate  level  of  the  alloca¬ 
tion  hierarchy  should  be  used. 

ACCOUNTING  STANDARDS  AND  THE  FLOW  OF 
COSTS 

Standards  on  cost  allocation  treat  with 
the  accounting  for  the  flow  of  incurred  costs 
as  resources  are  u.sed.  The  costs  of  resources 
used  are  initially  allocated  to  a  cost  pool 
or  to  final  cost  objectives.  The  cost  pools  are 
Intermediate  cost  objectives  under  the  full 
costing  concept  of  cost  allocation  as  used  by 
the  Board.  Cost  pools  are  either  service  cen¬ 
ters.  overhead  pools  or  general  and  admin¬ 
istrative  (O&A)  cost  pools.  Costs  are  allo¬ 
cated  from  cost  pools  to  other  cost  pools  and 
to  final  cost  objectives  until  all  costs  are 
accumulated  in  final  cost  objectives,  thus 
determining  the  total  cost  of  those  final  cost 
objectives.  Costs  accumulated  in  service  cen¬ 
ter  pools  can  be  allocated  to  other  service 
center  pools,  to  overhead  pools,  to  O&A 
pools  and  to  final  cost  objectives.  The  costs 
accumulated  in  the  overhead  and  O&A  cost 
pools  are  allocated  only  to  final  cost  objec¬ 
tives. 

The  particular  distribution  and  cost  flow 
characteristics  of  a  cost  pool  can  be  identi¬ 
fied  by  relating  the  cost  flow  concept  de¬ 
scribed  above  with  the  hierarchy  of  prefer¬ 
able  allocation  techniques  described  previ¬ 
ously.  As  stated,  costs  initially  allocated  to 
the  various  cost  pools  and  final  cost  objec¬ 
tives  are  costs  which  can  be  directly  identi¬ 
fied  with  those  cost  objectives.  Cost  pools 
which  are  identified  as  service  centers  nor¬ 
mally  will  distribute  their  costs  on  a  base 
which  measures  the  activity  or  output  of  the 
service  center  and,  as  a  result,  these  costs 
can  be  allocated  to  any  cost  objective  bene- 
fittlng  from  that  service  including  other  cost 
pqols.  Cost  pools  which  are  identified  as  over¬ 
head  pools  will  distribute  their  costs  using 
an  allocation  base  which  measures  the  total 
activity  of  a  period.  The.se  costs  are  allocated 
only  to  cost  objectives  which  ultimately  re¬ 
flect  that  total  activity,  i.e..  the  final  cost 
objectives  of  a  business  unit. 
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As  Standards  are  developed  for  the  treat¬ 
ment  of  pools  of  cost,  each  pool  la  categor¬ 
ized  either  as  a  function  of  general  support 
(e,g..  overhead  pool)  or  specific  support  (e.g., 
service  center).  The  classification  Is  deter¬ 
mined  by  the  type  of  allocation  base  and 
fiow  of  cost  that  Is  prescribed  for  that  pool. 

Opebatino  Policies 

The  following  descriptions  of  policies  show 
a  number  of  important  considerations  which 
will  be  relevant  to  the  Board  as  It  seeks  the 
objectives  discussed  previously. 

RELATIONSHIP  TO  OTHER  AUTHORITATIVE 
BODIES 

A  number  of  authoritative  bodies  have 
been  established  to  Issue  pronouncements 
affecting  accounting  and  financial  reporting. 
The  Cost  Accounting  Standards  Board  views 
Its  work  as  relating  directly  to  the  prepara¬ 
tion.  use,  and  review  of  cost  accounting  data 
In  the  negotiation,  administration,  and  set¬ 
tlement  of  negotiated  defense  contracts.  The 
Board  Is  the  only  body  established  by  law 
with  the  specific  responsibility  to  promul¬ 
gate  Cost  Accounting  Standards.  Further¬ 
more.  Its  Cost  Accounting  Standards  have 
the  force  and  effect  of  law  In  the  negotia¬ 
tion.  administration  and  settlement  of  de¬ 
fense  contracts. 

The  accounting  areas  of  Interest  to  the 
Board  which  are  also  of  Interest  to  others 
for  financial  and  tax  accounting  purposes 
are:  (1)  Definition  and  measurement  of 
costs:  (2)  assignment  of  the  cost  of  resources 
consumed  to  time  periods;  and  (3)  alloca¬ 
tion  of  direct  labor,  direct  material,  and  In¬ 
direct  costs  to  the  goods  and  services  pro¬ 
duced  In  a  period. 

The  Cost  Accounting  Standards  Board 
seeks  to  avoid  conflict  or  disagreement  with 
other  bodies  having  similar  responsibilities 
and  will  through  continuous  liaison  make 
every  reasonable  effort  to  do  so.  The  Board 
will  give  careful  consideration  to  the  pro¬ 
nouncements  affecting  financial  and  tax  re¬ 
porting.  and  In  the  formulation  of  Cost  Ac¬ 
counting  Standards  It  will  take  those  pro¬ 
nouncements  Into  account  to  the  extent  It 
can  do  so  In  accomplishing  Its  objectives. 
The  nature  of  the  Board's  authority  and  its 
mission,  however.  Is  such  that  It  must  retain 
and  exercise  full  responsibility  for  meeting 
Its  objectives. 

TRANSITION  METHOD 

The  process  of  converting  from  preexist¬ 
ing  cost  accounting  practices  to  the  prac¬ 
tice  required  by  a  new  Standard  could  be  a 
source  of  disagreement  between  the  con¬ 
tracting  parties.  To  eliminate  such  disagree¬ 
ments,  the  Board  has  on  occasion  spelled 
out  means  by  which  a  new  Standard  can 
be  put  Into  operation  so  as  to  place  the 
contracting  parties  in  a  position  where  any 
amounts  that  might  be  left  to  be  dealt  with 
by  an  equitable  adjustment  would  be  im¬ 
material.  For  other  Standards,  the  impact  of 
changes  In  cost  accounting  practices  re¬ 
quired  by  new  Standards  will  be  accmnmo- 
dated  by  price  adtustments  for  covered  prime 
contracts  and  subcontracts  through  the 
equitable  adjustment  provision  of  the  con¬ 
tract  clause. 

APPLICABILITT  TO  NONDEPENSS  CONTRACTS 

As  a  matter  of  administrative  policy  the 
General  Services  Administration  has  elected 
to  apply  Standards  to  some  but  not  all  non¬ 
defense  contracts.  As  a  result,  there  may  be 
Instances  where  contractors  have  contracts 
wLlch,  because  they  are  with  defense  agen¬ 
cies,  are  subject  to  Standards,  whereas  sim¬ 
ilar  contracts  with  nondefense  agencies  are 
not.  The  Board  recognizes  that  this  situa¬ 
tion  can  be  the  source  of  some  difficulty  in 


administration  by  contractors.  Nonetheless, 
nondefense  contracts  are  beyond  the  Juris¬ 
diction  of  the  Cost  Accounting  Standards 
Board.  The  Board  has  encouraged  Gtovern- 
ment  agencies  to  adopt  regulations  to  achieve 
consistency  among  defense  and  nondefense 
contracts  wherever  possible.  The  Board  will 
conUnue  to  work  In  this  direction. 

SINGLE  GOVERNMENT  REPRESENTATIVB 

To  assure  maximum  uniformity  of  Inter¬ 
pretation  ol  Its  promulgations,  the  Board  be- 
,ieves  that  it  is  highly  desirable  to  have  Jred- 
eral  agencies  agree  upon  a  single  representa¬ 
tive  to  deal  with  a  given  contractor  regard¬ 
ing  application  of  tne  requirements  oi  the 
Board.  Because  of  Its  conviction  of  the  merit 
of  such  a  procedure,  the  Board  recommended 
that  the  agencies  arrange  for  a  single  con¬ 
tracting  omcer  for  each  contractor,  or  major 
component  thereof,  to  be  designated  to  nego¬ 
tiate  as  needed  to  achieve  consistent  prac¬ 
tices  relating  to  the  Standards  issued  by  the 
Board. 

As  a  result,  agencies  have  established  pro¬ 
cedures  by  which  a  Oovemment  contractor 
may  be  certam  that  only  one  contracting  of¬ 
ficer  will  deal  with  hlfai  to  resolve  Issues  that 
may  arise  under  the  contractor's  Govern¬ 
ment  contracts  concerning  the  application 
ol  Cost  Accounting  standards,  rules  and  reg¬ 
ulations. 

The  Board  Is  optimistic  about  the  bene¬ 
fits  to  be  derived  by  both  the  Government 
and  contractors  from  this  single-representa¬ 
tive  system  and  will  continue  to  encourage 
and  assist  Government  agenlces  In  assuring 
that  the  system  matures  and  functions 
effectively. 

BESPON8IBILn~ES  *TF  COMPLIAVr*- 

The  Board  recognizes  that  the  basic  re¬ 
sponsibility  for  securing  compliance  by  con¬ 
tractors  with  Board  promul^tlons.  as  with 
all  contractual  matters,  rests  with  the  rel¬ 
evant  Federal  contracting  agencies.  They  are 
responsible  for  such  things  as : 

1.  Incorporating  all  applicable  OASB 
promulgations  Into  their  procurement  reg¬ 
ulations; 

2.  Including  the  contract  clause  In  all 
covered  contracts; 

3.  Receiving  Disclosure  Statments; 

4.  Reviewing  and  iqiprovlng  the  adequacy 
of  such  Statements; 

6.  Reviewing  contractors'  records  to  deter¬ 
mine  whether  or  not  contractors  have  (a) 
followed  consistently  their  disclosed  cost 
accounting  practices  and  (b)  complied  with 
promulgated  Cost  Accounting  Standards; 

6.  Making  appropriate  contract  price  ad¬ 
justments  because  of  changed  accounting 
practices,  failure  to  follow  existing  Stand¬ 
ards,  or  the  Issuance  of  new  Standards:  and 

7.  Evaluating  the  validity  of  claims  by  con¬ 
tractors  for  exemptions  and  waivers  under 
criteria  established  by  the  Board,  or  ex¬ 
clusions  as  established  by  Pub.  L.  91-379. 

It  should  be  noted  that  section  719(J)  of 
the  Act  gives  to  any  authorized  representa¬ 
tive  of  the  head  of  the  agency  concerned,  of 
the  Board,  or  of  the  Comptroller  General  of 
the  United  States,  the  right  to  examine  and 
make  copies  of  any  documents,  papers,  or 
records  relating  to  compliance  with  Board 
promulgations. 

Another  element  of  compliance  concerns 
the  manner  In  which  relevant  contracting 
agencies  implement  the  requirements  estab¬ 
lished  by  the  Board.  Special  and  recurring 
reviews  of  agencies'  compliance  with  Board 
promulgations  should  be  performed  by  the 
agencies’  Internal  review  staffs  and  by  the 
U.S.  General  Accounting  Office. 

The  Board  must  retain  responsibility  for 
evaluating  the  effectiveness  of  the  Stand¬ 
ards.  rules,  and  regulations  that  tt  promul¬ 


gates.  Some  of  the  Board's  evaluative  needs 
can  be  met  by  reviewing  reports  from  con¬ 
tracting  and  audit  organizations.  To  this 
end.  the  Board  and  the  major  contracting 
agencies  have  worked  cooperatively  to  estab¬ 
lish  reporting  requirements  which  have  been 
embodied  In  the  agencies'  procurement 
regulations. 

The  Board  also  recognizes  Its  responsibility 
for  receiving  evaluations  of  promulgating 
Standards  and  regulations  from  contractors, 
professional  associations,  and  other  associ¬ 
ations  and  persons  outside  the  Government 
who  are  concerned  with  the  effectiveness  of 
the  Board's  Standards,  rules  and  regulations. 
The  Board  holds  periodic  Evaluation  Con¬ 
ferences  on  promulgated  Standards  and  Reg¬ 
ulations.  Additionally,  the  Board  welcomes 
comments  and  Inquiries  at  any  time. 

INTERPRETATIONS 

The  Board  notes  the  existence  of  contrac¬ 
tual  and  administrative  provisions  for  the 
resolution  or  settlement  of  disputes  arising 
under  a  contract,  and  the  Board  will  not  In¬ 
tervene  In  or  seek  to  supersede  such  provi¬ 
sions.  When  there  are  widespread  and  seri¬ 
ous  questions  of  the  Board's  intention  or 
meaning  In  Its  promulgations,  however,  the 
Board  may  at  Its  discretion  respond  to  re¬ 
quests  for  authoritative  interpretations  of 
Its  rules,  regulations,  and  Accounting 
Standards.  Such  Interpretations  will  be  pub¬ 
lished  In  the  Federal  Register  and  will  be 
considered  by  the  Board  as  an  Integral  part 
of  the  rules,  regulations,  and  Standards  to 
which  the  Interpretations  relate.  This  for¬ 
malized  procedure  does  not  preclude  unoffi¬ 
cial  consultation  between  inquirers  and  the 
Executive  Secretary  and  members  of  the 
Board's  staff. 

EXEMPTIONS  AND  WtlVERS 

'ine  Board  Is  authorized  by  law  to  grant 
exemptions  to  such  classes  or  categories  of 
contractors  or  contracts  as  It  determines  are 
cprlate  and  consistent  with  the  pur- 
puM!t>  sought  to  be  achieved  by  the  Board's 
oastc  legislation.  In  previous  years  the  Board 
has  used  the  authority  granted  to  It  to  (1) 
exempt  from  Its  rules  and  regulations  certain 
categories  of  contractors.  (2)  grant  waivers 
of  Its  requirements  for  certain  Individual 
contracts.  (3)  limit  the  requirements  for  for- 
Dtiai  disclosure  of  accounting  practices  to  the 
larger  defense  contractors.  (4)  limit  the  ap¬ 
plication  of  some  individual  Standards  either 
oy  exempting  certain  categories  of  contrac¬ 
tors  or  by  establishing  a  dollar  threshold  for 
the  application  of  the  Standard,  and  (6)  ex¬ 
empt  certain  classes  of  contractors  from  the 
requirement  to  comply  with  Standards  on 
the  condition  that  they  accept  application 
of  the  Disclosure  Statement  regulations. 

The  Board  anticipates  that  It  will  grant 
waivers  only  In  rare  and  unusual  cases.  The 
Board  notes  that  the  granting  of  an  exemp¬ 
tion  or  a  waiver  from  Standards  or  the  dis¬ 
closure  regulation  reduces  the  extent  to 
which  the  primary  goals  of  increased  uni¬ 
formity  and  consistency  are  achieved. 

The  Process  op  Developing  Standards 

RESEARCH  AND  DEVELOPMENT  OP  STANDARDS 

The  promulgation  of  any  Cost  Accounting 
Standard  Is  characterized  by  an  in-depth 
study  of  the  subject  and  by  participation  of 
various  Interested  parties.  The  Board  Is  not 
committed  to  any  specific  research  process, 
but  uses  those  techniques  and  resources 
which  are  appropriate  to  the  topic.  Typical 
research  ste^  In  the  development  of  Stand¬ 
ards  are  briefly  described  below. 

1.  Selection  of  topics.  The  Board's  objec¬ 
tives  are  clearly  set  forth  In  Pub.  L.  91-379; 
the  Board  seeks  to  develop  Cost  Accounting 
Standards  to  provide  Increased  uniformity 
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and  consistency  in  coat  accounting  practices 
of  contractors.  Specific  subjects  for  research 
and  possible  development  of  Cost  Account¬ 
ing  Standards  are  selected  after  considering 
the  nature  and  magnitude  of  the  costing 
problems  related  to  the  subject,  as  well  as 
the  relationship  of  the  subject  to  other 
Standards  and  other  staff  research  projects. 
The  Board  has  sought  advice  from  Interested 
parties  In  the  selection  of  topics  of  research. 
Board  approval  of  a  work  project  or  Its  con¬ 
tinuance  does  not  imply  the  ultimate  pro¬ 
mulgation  of  a  Standard. 

2.  Research  of  concepts  and  existing  prac¬ 
tices.  Early  research  generally  Involves  re¬ 
view  of  the  accounting  concepts  and  existing 
practices.  This  review  Includes  examination 
of  available  literature,  and  often  Involves 
discussions  with  representatives  of  profes¬ 
sional  accounting  and  other  organizations. 
Early  research  also  usually  Involves  review 
of  the  treatment  of  the  cost  in  connection 
with  negotiated  contracts.  This  requires  ex¬ 
amination  of  Government  procurement  reg¬ 
ulations,  and  the  decisions  of  courts  and  of 
Boards  of  Contract  Appeals.  It  also  involves 
meeting  with  representatives  of  procurement 
agencies  and  of  contractors.  Reviews  are 
made  of  the  Disclosure  Statements  filed  with 
the  Board  and  varlotis  reports  received  from 
Ooveriunent  agencies  as  to  practices  cur¬ 
rently  being  followed.  Personal  interviews 
and  plant  visits  are  made  to  review  existing 
practices  further  In  connection  with  con¬ 
tracts.  The  extent  of  this  phase  of  the  re¬ 
search  and  the  amount  of  participation  by 
Interested  parties  depend  on  the  nature  of 
the  topic. 

3.  Analgsis  of  alternatives.  Information 
gained  from  the  early  research  Into  a  sub¬ 
ject,  Including  field  visits  to  contractors, 
helps  to  identify  relevant  issues.  The  Board 
develops  analytical  discussions  of  such  issues 
and  prepares  questions  designed  to  elicit 
opinions  and  empirical  data  concerning  the 
subject.  Upon  development  of  an  Issues  pa¬ 
per,  It  is  distributed  widely  to  Interested 
parties  whose  responses  are  considered  In 
connection  with  the  development  of  a  pre¬ 
liminary  draft  of  a  Cost  Accounting  Stand¬ 
ard. 

4.  Staff  draft  of  a  standard.  Analysis  of 
problems,  practices,  and  the  possible  choices 
for  action,  usually  leads  to  the  develc^ment 
of  a  staff  draft  of  a  pot<'ible  Cost  Accounting 
Standard  which  Is  distributed  to  interested 
parties  for  comment.  Frequently  such  ^afts 
are  accompanied  by  questions  designed  to 
elicit  information  concerning  potential  ad¬ 
ministrative  problems  and  estimated  costs 
of  Imnlementation.  The  comments  received 
are  helpful  In  develonlng  a  proposed  Stand¬ 
ard  for  exposure  In  the  Federal  RECisTEa. 

5.  Federal  Register  proposal.  The  proposed 
Cost  Accounting  Standard  is  nubllshed  In  the 
Federal  Register.  This  publication  serves  as 
an  important  part  of  the  research  process.  It 
also  serves  as  a  formal  public  notice  by  the 
Board  of  the  proposal  on  which  comments 
are  Invited.  Federal  Register  publication  Is 
supolemented  by  direct  mailing  to  the  or¬ 
ganizations  and  Indl'dduals  on  a  maillne  list 
maintained  by  the  Board.  The  Board  seeks 
comments  from  all  Interested  parties,  and  al¬ 
lows  an  ample  period  for  response.  The  Fed¬ 
eral  Register  publication  provides  an  op¬ 
portunity  for  participation  by  all  those  who 
are  interested  in  the  work  of  the  Board.  The 
Board  reviews  the  responses  received,  and 
determines  what  changes  may  be  warranted 
In  its  proposal.  When  malor  changes  are 
made  in  the  proposal,  the  Board  will  con¬ 
sider  republishing  the  proposal  In  the  Fep- 
ERAL  Register  for  additional  comments.  Fol- 
low-up  visits  to  Government  agencies  and 
contractors  may  be  arranged  In  connection 
with  particular  comments  received.  Some¬ 


times,  representatives  of  Interested  groups 
may  be  Invited  to  meet  with  the  Board. 

6.  Promulgation.  After  cftreful  considera¬ 
tion  of  all  comments  and  further  discussions 
held  with  interested  parties,  the  Board  makes 
appropriate  revisions  to  the  proposed  Cost 
Accounting  Standard.  The  revised  Standard 
Is  promulgated  and  published  In  the  Federal 
Register  along  with  prefatory  comments 
setting  forth  the  Board’s  analysis  of  the 
major  Issues  identified  in  the  comments  re¬ 
ceived. 

7.  Submission  to  Congress.  Standards  pro¬ 
mulgated  by  the  Board  are  sent  to  the  Con¬ 
gress  at  the  time  of  final  publication  in  the 
Federal  Register  along  with  an  evaluation 
of  the  costs  versus  the  benefits.  The  Stand¬ 
ards  become  effective  unless  the  Congress, 
within  60  days  of  continuous  session,  passes 
a  concurrent  resolution  stating  in  substance 
that  it  does  not  favor  the  proposed  Stand¬ 
ard.  In  the  absence  of  such  a  resolution  and 
upon  completion  of  the  60-day  period,  the 
Board's  promulgations  have  the  full  force 
and  effect  of  law. 

8.  Continuing  review.  The  Board  has  pro¬ 
vided  for  annual  reports  from  Government 
agencies.  Industry  views  are  obtained 
through  conferences  for  this  purpose.  The 
Board  also  keeps  Informed  on  the  operation 
of  Standards  In  actual  contract  situations. 
The  Board  will  publish  authoritative  in¬ 
terpretations  where  there  are  widespread  and 
serious  questions  of  the  Board’s  intention  or 
meaning  In  Its  promulgations.  The  Board 
will  also  modify  any  of  its  promulgations  If 
experience  shows  that  modification  Is  de¬ 
sirable. 

FORMAT  OF  STANDARDS 

The  Board  uses  the  same  general  format 
for  all  of  its  Standards  to  facilitate  their 
use. 

The  “General  Applicability"  Section  estab¬ 
lishes  the  overall  coverage  of  each  Cost  Ac¬ 
counting  Standard.  The  "Purpose”  Section 
normally  provides  a  brief  description  of  the 
goals  of  the  Board  In  promulgating  the 
Standard.  The  “Definition"  Section  reprints 
from  the  “Definitions*’  part  of  the  Board’s 
regulations,  terms  which  are  prominent  In 
a  particular  Standard. 

The  “Fundamental  Requirement"  Section 
contains  the  broad  principles  or  practices  to 
be  applied  In  accounting  for  the  costs  cov¬ 
ered  by  the  Standard. 

The  “Techniques  for  Application  ’  Section 
provides  criteria  for  the  selection  of  alterna¬ 
tive  practices  to  implement  the  concepts  con¬ 
tained  In  the  “Fundamental  Requirement.” 
Ths  techniques  for  application  may  describe 
the  practices  to  be  followed  with  respect  to 
particular  fundamental  requirements  or  in 
particular  circumstances.  As  a  general  rule, 
the  techniques  for  application  will  narrow 
the  accounting  options  In  accordance  with 
the  concepts  in  the  fundamental  require¬ 
ment.  This  Section  may  also  provide  special 
techniques  for  applying  the  concepts  of  the 
fundamental  requirement  to  give  considera¬ 
tion  to  materiality  or  special  circumstances. 

Examples  of  how  the  Standard  Is  to  oper¬ 
ate  in  specific  circumstances  appear  under 
“Illustrations.”  Usually  this  Section  describes 
actual  or  hypothetical  accounting  practices 
and  specifies  whether  or  not  such  practices 
would  comoly  with  the  provisions  of  the 
Standard.  This  Section  may  also  Illustrate 
specific  practices  which  may  be  followed  In 
particular  circumstances. 

The  final  two  Sections  of  a  Standard  are 
"Exemptions."  and  “Effective  Date.”  Where 
necessary,  this  format  of  a  Standard  may  be 
supplemented  by  additional  material,  such 
as  appendices,  which  also  are  an  integral 
part  of  the  Standard. 

No  one  Section  of  a  Standard  stands  alone, 
and  all  Sections  must  be  read  in  thd  context 
of  the  Standard  as  a  whole 


PaEFATOaV  COMMENTS 

The  Board  prefaces  Its  issuance  of  Stand¬ 
ards,  rules,  and  regulations  with  analytical 
comments  to  provide  additional  Insight  into 
the  process  by  which  the  Issuance  was  devel¬ 
oped  and  the  factors  which  led  to  the  pro¬ 
visions  set  out  In  the  issuance.  The  prefatory 
comments  summarize  the  conunents  received 
In  response  to  the  Initial  publication  and 
explain  the  reasons  for  any  significant 
changes  made  as  well  as  the  reasons  for  not 
making  changes  which  were  suggested.  Al¬ 
though  these  prefatory  comments  are  not  a 
formal  part  of  any  promulgation,  they  none¬ 
theless  are  authoritative  statements  bv  the 
Board.  As  such,  the  Board  encourages  their 
use  as  aids  In  applying  Standards,  rules,  and 
regulations  to  specific  situations. 

comparing  costs  and  BENEFITS 

Section  719  of  the  Defense  Production  Act 
of  1950,  as  amended  by  Pub.  L.  94-152  re¬ 
quires  the  Board,  In  promulgating  Standards, 
to  take  Into  account  “the  probable  costs  of 
Implementation,  including  Infiatlonary  ef¬ 
fects,  If  any,  compared  to  the  probable  bene¬ 
fits,  Including  advantages  and  Improvements 
In  the  pricing,  administration,  and  settle¬ 
ment  of  contracts.” 

The  Board  views  costs  and  benefits  in  a 
broad  sense.  All  dl<>ruptlons  of  contractors’ 
and  agencies’  practices  and  procedures  are 
viewed  as  costs.  Prior  to  making  a  final  pro¬ 
mulgation  decision,  the  Board  makes  specific 
inquiries  Into  the  likely  costs  of  Implement¬ 
ing  proposed  Standards,  both  for  contractors 
and  for  affected  agencies  of  the  Government. 
In  this  inquiry,  an  effm't  is  made  to  distin¬ 
guish  transitional  costs  from  those  that  may 
persist  on  a  recurring  basis.  Also,  the  Board 
make«  a  distinction  between  (1)  Incremental 
administrative  costs,  l.e.,  the  cost  of  added 
activities  over  and  above  that  which  would 
otherwise  have  been  Incurred,  and  (2)  costs 
that  are  absorbed  In  Implementing  and  ad¬ 
ministering  Standards,  l.e.,  the  cost  of  effort 
or  resources  diverted  to  the  Imnlementation 
and  administration  of  Standards  that  other¬ 
wise  would  have  been  anpiied  elsewhere. 

Out-of-pocket  administrative  expenses  can 
be  estimated,  albeit  with  difficulty,  and  any 
Increase  In  such  expenses  must  be  regarded 
as  a  cost. 

Benefits  from  CAS  Include  anticipated  re¬ 
ductions  In  the  number  of  time-consuming 
controversies  stcmmln«'  from  unresolved  as¬ 
pects  of  cost  allocabillty  as  well  as  greater 
equity  to  all  concerned.  The  Board  also  ex¬ 
pects  that  benefits  will  be  achieved  through 
simnllfied  negotiation,  administration,  audit, 
and  settlement  procedures.  Also.  Standards 
should  serve  to  reduce  the  ooportunltles  for 
the  manlnulation  of  accounting  methods  al¬ 
leged  to  have  existed  prior  to  establishment 
of  the  Board.  Finally,  and  most  Importantly, 
the  availability  of  better  cost  data  stemming 
from  the  use  of  Cost  Accounting  Standards 
will  permit  Imnroved  comnarablllty  of  o*rer8 
and  facilitate  better  negotiation  of  resulting 
contracts.  The  Board  believes  that  It  would 
be  extremely  difficult.  If  not  Imnossible,  to 
ouantlfv  the  benefits  which  are  sought  from 
Standards. 

The  Board  Is  Interested  in  data  which  will 
enable  It  to  gauge  the  Impact  of  a  proposed 
Standard  on  the  amount  of  costs  that  will 
shift  to  or  from  Government  contracts  as  a 
result  of  one  or  more  Standards.  The  Board 
recognizes  that  a  fair  Cost  Accounting 
Standard  may  result  In  a  shift  of  cost  either 
to  or  from  Government  contracts.  Tn  formu¬ 
lating  Standards,  the  Board  will  not  regard 
such  shifts  of  costs  as  determinative. 

The  likely  Impact  of  a  Cost  Accounting 
Standard  on  a  contract  Is  to  modify  the  dis¬ 
tribution  of  his  costs  among  time  periods  or 
among  his  projects  in  a  given  time  period. 
Standards  may  Increase  administrative  costs 
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which,  if  not  offset  by  the  benefit  of  in¬ 
creased  productivity  in  defense  contracting, 
would  contribute  to  inflation;  the  Board 
considers  the  total  of  benefits  relative  to  the 
total  cost. 

Arthttr  Schoenhaut, 
Executive  Secretary. 

May  16.  1977. 

irR  Doc.77-14291  PUed  6-18-77;8:46  am| 

DEPARTMENT  OF  DEFENSE 

Department  of  the  Air  Force 

USAF  SCIENTIFIC  ADVISORY  BOARD 
Cancelled  Meeting 

May  12. 1977. 

The  meeting  of  the  USAF  Scientific 
Advisory  Board  Tactical  Panel  scheduled 
for  June  1, 1977.  as  published  in  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Register  May  9,  1977.  42  FR  23533, 
has  been  cancelled.  ITiis  meeting  has  not 
been  rescheduled. 

For  further  information  contact  the 
Scientific  Advisory  Board  Secretariat  at 
202-697-4811. 

Frankie  S.  Estep. 

Air  Force  Federal  Register  Liai^ 
son.  Directorate  of  Adminis¬ 
tration. 

|PR  Doc.77-14304  PUed  6-18-77;8:45  am] 


USAF  SCIENTIFIC  ADVISORY  BOARD 
Meeting 

May  9.  1977. 

The  USAF  Scientific  Advisory  Board 
Aerospace  Vehicles  Panel  will  hold  a 
meeting  on  Jime  20-21,  1977,  at  Kelly 
AFB,  Texas  from  8:30  a.m.  to  5  p.m.  both 
days. 

The  Panel  will  receive  classified  brief¬ 
ings  and  conduct  classified  discussions 
concerning  maintenance  and  operational 
support  requiremets  of  several  critical 
weapon  systems. 

The  meeting  concerns  matters  listed  in 
Section  552b (c)  of  Title  5,  United  States 
Code,  specifically  subparagraph  (1) 
thereof,  and  accordingly,  will  be  closed 
to  the  public. 

For  further  information  contact  the 
Scientific  Advisory  Board  Secretariat  at 
202-697-8845. 

Frankie  S.  Estep, 

Air  Force  Federal  Register  Liai¬ 
son,  Directorate  of  Adminis¬ 
tration. 

IPR  Doc.  77-14303  Piled  5-18-77;8:46  am] 


DELAWARE  RIVER  BASIN 
COMMISSION 

COMPREHENSIVE  PLAN  AMENDMENTS 
AND  PROJECT  APPROVALS 

Public  Hearing 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  Dela¬ 
ware  River  Basin  Commission  will  hold 
a  public  hearing  on  Wednesday.  May  25. 
1977,  commencing  at  2  p.m.  The  hearing 
will  be  held  in  the  Titian  Peale  Ro(Mn 
of  the  Holiday  Inn.  18th  and  Market 


Streets,  Philadelphia,  Pa.  The  subject  of 
the  hearing  will  be  applications  for  ap¬ 
proval  of  the  following  projects  as 
amendments  to  the  Comprehensive  Plan 
pursuant  to  Article  11  of  the  Compact 
and/or  as  project  approvals  pursuant  to 
Section  3.8  of  the  Compact: 

1.  Myeratown  Water  Authority  {D-77-31 
CP).  A  well  water  supply  project  to  augment 
public  water  supplies  In  Myerstown  Borough 
and  portions  of  Jackson  Township,  Lebanon 
County,  Pa.  Designated  as  Well  No.  5,  the 
new  facility  Is  expected  to  yield  600,000  gal¬ 
lons  per  day. 

2.  Wemeraville  Municipal  Authority 
(D-77-21  CP).  A  well  water  supply  project 
to  augment  public  water  supplies  In  Wer- 
nersvllle  Borough,  Berks  County,  Pa.  Desig¬ 
nated  as  Well  No.  8,  the  newThcUlty  Is  ex¬ 
pected  to  yield  180,000  gallons  per  day  and 
will  be  used  to  provide  service  In  Wemers- 
vUle  Borough  and  portions  of  Lower  Heldel- 
burg  and  South  Heidelburg  Townships. 

3.  Borough  of  AlburtU  {D-77-22  CP).  A 
well  water  supply  project  to  augment  public 
water  supplies  In  the  Borough  of  Alburtls, 
Lehigh  County,  Pa.  Designated  as  Well  No. 
3,  the  new  facility  Is  expected  to  yield  ap¬ 
proximately  170,000  gallons  per  day. 

4.  Metropolitan  Edison  Co.  (Z>-76-7J). 
Modification  to  existing  cooling  water  dis¬ 
charge  structures  and  Industrial  waste  treat¬ 
ment  facilities  at  the  company's  Portland 
Generating  Station,  Upper  Mount  Bethel 
Township,  Montgomery  County,  Pa.  New 
outfall  facilities  will  Improve  thermal  mix¬ 
ing  for  a  cooling  water  discharge  to  the 
Delaware  River  of  approximately  313  million 
gallons  per  day.  Approximately  2.6  million 
gallons  per  day  of  treated  Industrial  wastes 
will  also  discharge  to  the  Delaware  River. 

6.  Quaker  Alloy  Casting  Co.  {0-77-34).  An 
existing  cooling  water  discharge  at  the  com¬ 
pany's  manufacturing  facility  In  Myerstown 
Borough  and  Jackson  Township,  Lebanon 
County.  Pa.  Approximately  600,000  gallons 
per  day  of  non-contact  cooling  water  dis¬ 
charges  to  Tulpehocken  Creek. 

8.  Colebrookdale  Builders,  Inc.  lD-77-11). 
A  leachate  treatment  plant  at  the  Colebrook¬ 
dale  Landfill  In  Earl  Township,  Berks 
County,  Pa.  Removal  of  96  percent  of  BOD, 
and  88  percent  of  suspended  solids  will  be 
provided  to  a  wastewater  flow  of  about  50,000 
gallons  per  day.  Treated  effluent  will  dis¬ 
charge  to  Furnace  Run,  tributary  to 
Manatawny  Creek,  tributary  to  the  Schuyl¬ 
kill  River. 

7.  Delaware  Valley  Industrial  Sewage  Co., 
Inc.  (D-76-76).  An  Industrial  waste-water 
treatment  project  for  the  A  A  P  Dairy  milk 
processing  plant  In  Upper  Dublin  Township, 
Montgomery  County,  Pa.  Chlorination  will 
be  added  to  existing  pre-treatment  facilities 
which  will  be  considered  as  a  complete 
treatment  plant  and  will  provide  96  percent 
removal  of  BOD,  and  suspended  solids  from 
a  wastewater  flow  of  about  130,000  gallons 
per  day.  Treated  effluent  will  discharge  to 
Pine  Run  In  the  Wissahlckon  Creek 
Watershed. 

Documents  relating  to  the  above-listed 
projects  may  be  examined  at  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  offices.  Persons  wishing  to  tes¬ 
tify  are  requested  to  notify  the  Secretary 
prior  to  the  hearing. 

W.  Brinton  Whitall, 
Secretary. 

May  13,  1977 

(FR  Doc.77-14306  Piled  6-18-77;8:46  am] 
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CALIFORNIA  STATE  MOTOR  VEHICLE 

POLLUTION  CONTROL  STANDARDS 

Waiver  of  Federal  Preemption 
I.  Introduction  and  Background 

By  this  decision,  issued  under  section 
209(b)  of  the  Clean  Air  Act,  as  amended 
(hereinafter  the  “Act”)  (42  UJS.C.  1857f- 
6a(b)).  I  am  deciding  not  to  withdraw 
those  waiver  actions  annoimced  in  the 
January  11,  1977,  decision,  see  42  FR 
3192  (January  17,  1977),  which  were 
concerned  with  the  application  of  the 
California  fuel  evaporative  emission 
standard  and  test  procedures  (SHED 
test)  *  to  1978  and  sub^uent  model  year 
gasoline-powered  medium  duty  and 
heavy  duty*  motor  vehicles.  I  am  also 
granting  the  State  of  California  a  waiver 
of  Federal  preemption  to  enforce  the 
California  fuel  evaporative  emission 
standard  and  SHED  test  procedures,  as 
amended  on  October  5,  1976,  applicable 
to  1978  and  subsequent  model  year  gaso¬ 
line-powered  passenger  cars  and  light 
duty  trucks. 

Under  section  209(b)  of  the  Act,  the 
Administrator  is  required  to  grant  the 
State  of  California  a  waiver  of  Federal 
preemption,  after  opportunity  for  a  pub¬ 
lic  hearing,  unless  he  finds  that  Cali¬ 
fornia  does  not  require  standards  more 
stringent  than  applicable  Federal  stand¬ 
ards  to  meet  compelling  and  extraordi¬ 
nary  conditions,  or  that  such  State 
standards  and  accompanying  enforce¬ 
ment  procedures  are  not  consistent  with 
section  202(a)  of  the  Act.  State  stand¬ 
ards  and  enforcement  procedures  are 
deemed  not  to  be  consistent  with  section 
202(a)  if  there  is  inadequate  lead  time 
to  permit  the  development  and  applica¬ 
tion  of  the  requisite  technology,  giving 
appropriate  consideration  to  the  cost  of 
compliance  within  that  time  frame,  or 
if  the  Federal  and  California  test  proce¬ 
dures  are  inconsistent.  For  the  reasons 
given  below,  I  have  concluded  that  the 
statutory  criteria  of  section  209(b)  have 
all  been  met  in  the  case  of  the  California 


>Th«  most  Important  aspect  of  the  Cali¬ 
fornia  evaporative  emission  (SHED)  regula¬ 
tions  is  that  the  standard  is  measured  under 
the  SHED  test.  The  SHED  test  to  a  method 
used  to  determine  evaporative  emission  lev¬ 
els  by  placing  a  vehicle  in  a  sealed  enclosure. 
However,  in  addition  to  a  SHED  test,  the 
California  test  procedure  regulations  Include 
provisions  for  demonstrating  compliance 
with  the  evaporative  emission  standard,  such 
as  requiring  SHED  tests  to  be  nm  at  peri¬ 
odic  intervals  on  50.000  mUe  durability  ve¬ 
hicles.  This  aspect  of  the  California  regula¬ 
tions  wUl  be  referred  to  as  “fiO.OOO  mUe  3HED 
dtirabUlty  testing"  throughout  this  decision. 

*When  the  term  "heavy  duty"  v^lcles  is 
used  throughout  this  decision,  it  wUl  mean 
aU  heavy  duty  vehicles  except  medium  duty 
vehicles.  As  defined  by  California,  the  me¬ 
dium  duty  vehicles  class  is  a  subset  of  the 
heavy  duty  vehicle  category. 
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evaporative  emission  regulations,  and 
that,  therefore,  this  waiver  decision 
should  be  issued. 

The  history  of  the  California  waiver 
requests  in  the  area  of  evaporative  emis¬ 
sions  control  were  briefly  traced  in  the 
January  11,  1977,  decision.  See  42  FR 
3192,  3193,  3194  (January  17. 1977) .  Sub¬ 
sequent  to  that  decision,  a  public  hear¬ 
ing  was  held  on  January  27,  1977,  pur¬ 
suant  to  notice  publish^  by  the  Envi¬ 
ronmental  Protection  Agency  (EPA)  in 
the  Federal  Register,  see  42  FR  1065 
(January  5,  1977) ,  to  consider  the  ques¬ 
tions  that  pertain  to  today’s  decision. 
The  January  27,  1977,  hearing  also  con¬ 
sidered  questions  relating  to  the  adop¬ 
tion  of  exhaust  emission  standards  and 
test  procedures  for  1979,  1980-1982,  and 
1983  and  subsequent  model  year  gaso¬ 
line-powered  and  diesel-powered  heavy 
duty  vehicles  and  engines.  A  decision  on 
these  questions  will  be  published  in  the 
Federal  Register  in  the  near  future. 

As  a  result  of  the  waiver  actions  an¬ 
nounced  in  this  decision,  California  will 
require  50,000  mile  SHED  durability  test¬ 
ing  for  1979  and  subsequent  model  year 
passenger  cars  and  light  duty  trucks. 
California  has  been  granted  a  waiver  of 
Federal  preemption  for  this  testing  re¬ 
quirement  even  though  EIPA  specifically 
rejected  this  method  for  evaluating  the 
durability  of  evaporative  emission  con¬ 
trol  systems  when  it  promulgated  Fed¬ 
eral  SHED  regulations  for  light  duty 
vehicles  and  light  duty^rucks.  See  41  FR 
35626,  35627  (August  23,  1976). 

In  recommending  this  position  to  the 
Administrator,  the  Administrator’s  tech¬ 
nical  staff  considered  ^veral  alternative 
approaches  to  evaluating  the  durability 
of  an  evaporative  emission  control  sys¬ 
tem,  and  concluded  that  the  current 
knowledge  regarding  the  state  of  the  art 
of  durability  evaluation  of  evaporative 
emission  control  systems  did  not  permit 
the  identiflcation  by  EPA  of  one  or  more 
valid  durability  test  procedures.  See  id. 
Based  on  this  conclusion,  EPA  deter¬ 
mined  that  there  was  no  sound  basis  at 
the  time  of  the  promulgation  Federal 
SHED  regulaticms,  see  41  FR  35626  (Au¬ 
gust  23.  1976),  for  requiring  the  Federal 
approval  of  the  manufacturer’s  proposed 
methods  for  evaluating  the  durability  of 
these  systems.  EPA  is  unaware  of  new 
data  that  could  change  that  conclusion 
at  this  time,  and  California  has  pre¬ 
sented  no  such  data.  From  the  experi¬ 
ence  gained  during  the  1978  model  year, 
EPA  will  examine  the  methods  of  dur¬ 
ability  evaluation  utilised  by  the  various 
manufacturers  and  may  amend  the  pres¬ 
ent  Federal  SHED  regulations  as  it 
deems  appropriate. 

However,  the  determinations  and  con¬ 
clusions  reached  at  the  Federal  level  have 
limited  bearing  on  a  California  waiver 
situation.  As  has  been  stated  in  previous 
waiver  decisions,  questions  concerning 
the  wisdom  of  California’s  actions  are 
beyond  the  sc<ve  of  the  Administrator’s 
review  under  section  209(b)  of  the  Act. 
See  42  FR  3192.  3194  (January  17. 1977) : 
41  FR  44209  (October  7,  1976) ;  40  FR 
23102,  23104  (May  28.  1975) 


FBOERAl 


n.  Discnssiotr 

Stringency  and  compelling  conditions. 
Under  one  of  the  criteria  of  section  209 
(b)  of  the  Act,  I  am  authorized  to  with¬ 
hold  a  waiver  from  California  if  I  And 
that  California  “does  not  require  stand¬ 
ards  more  stringent  than  applicable  Fed¬ 
eral  standards  to  meet  compelling  and 
extraordinary  conditions.’’  In  discussing 
the  relative  stringency  of  the  Federal 
and  California  fuel  evaporative  emission 
standards,  the  vehicles  within  the 
coverage  of  the  California  SHED  regu¬ 
lations  should  be  divided  into  those  vehi¬ 
cles  for  which  Federal  SHED  regulations 
are  currently  in  effect  and  those  for 
which  Federal  SHED  regulations  are  not 
currently  in  effect.  No  Federal  SHED 
regulations  are  currently  in  effect  for 
1978  model  year  (and  some  1979  and  sub¬ 
sequent)  medium  duty  vehicles,  and  1978 
and  subsequent  model  year  heavy  duty 
vehicles.  For  these  vehicles  the  California 
evaporative  emission  standard  clearly 
satisfies  the  stringency  conditicm.  See  42 
FR  3192,  3194  (January  17.  1977).  How¬ 
ever,  Federal  SHED  regulations  are  cur¬ 
rently  in  effect  for  1978  and  subsequent 
model  year  passenger  cars  and  light  duty 
trucks,  and  most  1979  and  subsequent 
model  year  medium  duty  vehicles.  For 
this  group  of  vehicles,  various  manufac¬ 
turers  argued  that  the  California  fuel 
evaporative  emission  standard  is  not 
more  stringent  that  the  applicable  Fed¬ 
eral  standard.  The  manufacturers  have 
the  burden  of  demonstrating  that  this 
allegation  is  true.  See  40  FR  30311,  30314 
(July  18.  1975) .  In  this  case.  I  conclude 
that  they  have  not  discharged  that 

burden.*  _ 

'The  current  Federal  SHED  regu¬ 
lations  establish  a  fuel  evaporative 
emission  standard  of  6  grams  hvdrocar- 
bons  (HC)  per  test,  which  is  the  same 
as  the  California  standard.  General  Mo¬ 
tors  stated  that  since  that  Standard  is 
the  same  as  the  corresponding  California 
standard,  California  should  have  been 
denied  a  waiver  for  its  fuel  evaporative 
emission  standard  and  SHED  test  pro¬ 
cedures  for  those  classes  of  vehicles  that 
are  also  subject  to  Federal  SHED  regu¬ 
lations.  See  Tr.  of  January.  1977,  Hear¬ 
ing  at  239.  Ford  stated  that  the  Ci^li- 
fornia  SHED  regulations  did  not  meet 
the  stringency  criterion  even  though 


*  General  Motors  argued  tbat  I  should  not 
grant  California  a  waiver  of  Federal  preemp¬ 
tion  unless  I  can  make  the  requisite  findings 
required  to  support  California's  contention 
that  a  waiver  should  be  granted.  See  Trans¬ 
cript  of  Public  Hearing  to  Ck>n8ider  Califor¬ 
nia's  Request  for  Waiver  of  Federal  Preemp¬ 
tion  With  Respect  to  Exhaust  Emission 
Standards  and  Test  Procedures  for  1979  and 
Subsequent  Model  Year  Heavy  Duty  Motor 
Vehicles,  and  Application  of  SHED  Evapora¬ 
tive  Test  Procedures  for  1978  and  Subsequent 
Model  Year  Motor  Vehicles,  January  27,  1977, 
at  244  (hereinafter  "Tr.  of  January,  1977, 
Hearing").  However,  I  have  interpreted  sec¬ 
tion  209  of  the  Act  to  impose  on  the  manu¬ 
facturers  the  burden  of  demonstrating  that 
the  conditions  exist  which  warrant  the  denial 
of  a  waiver  request.  See  41  FR  44209  (Octo¬ 
ber  7.  1976). 


they  contained  a  durability  evaluation 
requirement  which  was  not  contained 
in  the  Federal  regulations,  since  “an 
added  California  requirement  unrelated 
to  control  capability  would  not  qualify 
an  otherwise  identical  regulation  for  a 
waiver  of  Federal  preemption.’’  See  TR. 
of  January,  1977.  Hearing  at  278.  Ford 
also  contended  tiiat  inasmuch  as  the 
manufacturers  who  have  developed  a 
method  for  durability  testing  would  uti¬ 
lize  the  same  method  in  complying  with 
both  the  Federal  and  California  evapora¬ 
tive  emission  certification  requirements, 
and  since  the  California  fuel  evaporative 
emission  test  procedures  would  require 
emission  control  components  identical 
to  those  required  under  the  applicable 
Federal  regulations,  the  California  fuel 
evaporative  emission  standard  applic¬ 
able  to  those  vehicles  for  which  Federal 
SHED  regulations  were  also  currently  in 
effect  is  not  more  stringent  than  the 
corresponding  Federal  standard.  See 
Memorandum  from  John  P.  Eppel,  Ford 
Motor  Company,  to  Benjamin  Jackson, 
Director,  Mobile  Source  Enforcement  Di¬ 
vision.  U.S.  Environmental  Protection 
Agency,  February  21. 1977,  at  7-11.  How¬ 
ever,  the  Federal  and  California  SHED 
regulations  under  consideration  estab¬ 
lish  different  methods  for  demonstrating 
compliance  with  the  standard,  in  the 
sense  of  demonstrating  the  durability 
of  an  evaporative  emission  control  sys¬ 
tem.  These  methods  for  demonstrating 
compliance  with  a  standard,  generally 
known  as  accompanying  enforcement 
procedures,  can  have  a  direct  bearing  on 
the  stringency  of  the  standard  itself.  See 
40  FR  30311,  30313  (July  18. 1975) ;  42  FR 
3192,  3194  (Janu<iry  17,  1977).  The  1978 
California  SHED  regulations  applicable 
to  gasoline-powered  passengers  cars, 
light  duty  trucks  and  medium  duty  ve¬ 
hicles  provide  that  the  demonstration  of 
the  durability  of  the  evaporative  emis¬ 
sion  control  system  shall  be  made  either 
through  bench  testing  or  durability 
testing.  In  the  event  that  a  manufac¬ 
turer  should  elect  the  bench  test  alterna¬ 
tive  for  model  year  1978,  its  proposed 
bench  test  method  would  be  subject  to 
approval  by  the  Executive  Officer  of  the 
CTalifornia  Air  Resources  Board  (CARB). 
The  Federal  procedures,  however,  re¬ 
quire  only  that  a  manufacturer  inform 
EPA  of  the  manner  in  which  it  chooses 
to  assess  durability  and  that  it  report  any 
data  obtained.  No  Federal  approval  is 
required.  The  fact  that  Ea*A  may  accept 
test  methods  and  demonstration  pro¬ 
cedures  used  to  satisfy  arguably  more 
stringent  California  requirements  for 
compliance  with  Federal  test  require¬ 
ments  does  not,  as  Ford  suggested,  render 
the  requirements  equivalent.  These  dif¬ 
ferences  in  the  required  durability  eval¬ 
uation  procedures  may  make  the  1978 
California  fuel  evaporative  «nission 
standard  more  stringent  than  the  1978 
Federal  standard  currently  in  effect,  and 
therefore,  I  cannot  find  that  the  1978 
California  standard  is  not  more  strin¬ 
gent  than  the  applicable  Federal  stand¬ 
ard.  Furthermore,  for  the  reasons  stated 
in  the  January  11.  1977.  decision,  see  42 
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FTl  3192,  3194  (January  17,  1977),  I 
continue  to  believe  that  the  differences 
between  the  California  and  Federal  en¬ 
forcement  procedures  applicable  to  1979 
and  subsequent  model  year  passenger 
cars  and  light  duty  trucks,  and  most 
1979  subsequent  model  year  medium  duty 
vehicles,  may  make  the  California  stand¬ 
ard  more  stringent  than  the  Federal 
standard,  and  therefore.  I  cannot  And 
that  the  C^ifomia  standard  for  these 
classes  of  vehicles  is  not  more  stringent 
than  the  applicable  Federal  standard. 

In  addition,  American  Motors  con¬ 
tended  that  the  number  of  medium  duty 
motor  vehicles  subject  to  the  1978  (Cali¬ 
fornia  fuel  evaporative  emission  stand¬ 
ard  and  SHED  test  procedures  was  too 
insignificant  to  mitigate  any  c<Hnpelling 
and  extraordinary  conditions  in  Califor¬ 
nia.  See  Tr.  of  January.  1977,  Hearing  at 
217.  Ford  also  claimed  that  no  informa¬ 
tion  had  been  presented  at  the  January 
27,  1977,  hearing  which  indicated  that 
the  burdens  imposed  by  the  1979  Califor¬ 
nia  SHED  regulations  on  the  automobile 
manufacturers  would  result  in  a  reduc¬ 
tion  of  air  pollution  in  California.  See 
Memorandum  from  John  P.  Eppel,  Ford 
Motor  Company,  to  Benjamin  Jackson, 
Director.  Mobile  Source  Enforcement  Di¬ 
vision,  U.S.  Eiivironmental  Protection 
Agency,  February  21,  1977,  at  11-12. 
Such  argviments  all  fail!  within  the  EPA 
Practice  of  leaving  the  decision  on  con¬ 
troversial  matters  of  public  policy  to 
California’s  Judgment.  See  41  FR  44209, 
44210  (October  7.  1976);  42  FR  3192, 
3194  (January  17.  1977). 

Consistency.  Under  sectimi  209(b).  I 
may  also  deny  a  California  waiver  re¬ 
quest  if  I  find  that  the  California 
“standards  and  accompanying  enforce¬ 
ment  procedures  are  not  consistent  with 
section  202(a)”  of  the  Act.  Oeneral  Mo¬ 
tors  and  Ford  argued  at  the  hearing  that 
the  relevant  California  enforcement  pro¬ 
cedures  were  not  consistent  with  the  ap¬ 
plicable  Federal  enforcement  procedures, 
see  Tr.  of  January,  1977,  Hearing  at  248- 
250,  279-281,  and  Toyo  Kogyo  made 
somewhat  the  same  point.  See  Letter 
from  Elsuke  Niguma,  Oeneral  Manager, 
Toyo  Kogyo  U  S-A.  Representative  Of¬ 
fice,  to  Benjamin  Jackson,  Director,  Mo¬ 
bile  Source  Enforcement  Division,  U.S. 
Environmental  Protection  Agency,  Jan¬ 
uary  24,  1977. 

However,  I  continue  to  believe  that  the 
requirement  of  consistency  has  been  met 
in  the  matter  under  consideration.  See 
42  FR  3192,  3194  (January  17,  1977).  In 
effect,  the  California  SHED  test  proce¬ 
dures  under  consideration  would  only  re¬ 
quire  a  more  Intense  effort  on  the  part 
of  the  msmufacturers  than  that  required 
under  the  applicable  Federal  regulations, 
and  thus.  I  have  concluded  that  a  motor 
vehicle  which  complies  with  the  Califor¬ 
nia  fuel  evaporative  emlssi<m  standard 
in  terms  of  the  California  SHED  test 
procedure  will  automatically  comply 
with  the  Federal  fuel  evaporative  emis- 
si(m  certlflcation  requirements.  In  refer¬ 
ring  to  the  requirement  of  consistency, 
the  legislative  history  of  section  209(b) 
indicates  that  a  manufacturer  should 


not  be  “faced  with  different  methods  of 
obtaining  certiAcatimi."  S.  Rep.  No.  403. 
90th  Cong..  1st  Sess.  33  (1967).  Since 
EPA  will  now  CM^cept  the  California 
SHED  test  results  as  demonstrating 
compliance  with  the  Federal  SHED  test 
requirements,  this  goal  will  have  been 
achieved. 

Technology  and  lead  time.  No  infor¬ 
mation  was  presented  for  the  record 
which  indicated  that  the  requisite  tech¬ 
nology  was  unavailable  to  meet  the  1978 
California  standard.  However,  two  man¬ 
ufacturers  claimed  that  there  was  inade¬ 
quate  lead  time  to  permit  them  to  meet 
the  Callfcmla  SHED  test  requirements 
for  1978  model  year  gasoline-powered 
passenger  cars,  light  duty  trucks  and 
medium  duty  vehicles.  See  Tr.  of  Jsmu- 
ary,  1977,  Hearing  at  211-218,  236-239. 
Although  General  Motors  suggested  that 
the  October  5.  1976,  California  SHED 
amendments  were  of  no  lawful  effect  un¬ 
til  the  SHED  waiver  decision  had  been 
published  on  January  17,  1977,  see  42  FR 
3192  (January  17.  1977),  and  that  my 
determination  with  respect  to  lead  time 
should  be  based  on  this  date  rather  than 
on  the  date  on  which  California  first 
adopted  its  fuel  evaporative  emission 
standard,  see  Tr.  of  January.  1977,  Hear¬ 
ing  at  238,  nevertheless.  General  Motors 
did  state  in  response  to  questioning  that 
it  had  begun  to  run  emission  durability 
testing  on  vehicles  which  would  allow  it 
to  comply  with  the  California  SHED  reg¬ 
ulations  for  the  1978  model  year.  See  Tr. 
of  January.  1977,  Hearing  at  253-254. 
259-262,  272-273. 

American  Motors  Corporation  con¬ 
tended  that  it  was  technically  infeasible 
for  it  to  comply  with  the  California  50,- 
000  mile  SHED  durability  test  require¬ 
ments,  for  the  1978  model  year,  see  Tr. 
of  January,  1977,  Hearing  at  212-214. 
217.  It  stated,  though,  that  it  had  not  yet 
begun  its  50,000  mile  exhaust  emissions 
or  SH)^  durabilitv  testing  for  the  1978 
model  year.  See  Tr.  of  January.  1977, 
Hearing  at  226-228.  Under  these  circum¬ 
stances  there  seems  to  be  no  reason  why 
American  Motors  could  not  decide  to 
elect  the  50,000  mile  SHED  durability 
testing  option  provided  in  the  California 
SHED  regulations.  In  fact,  American 
Motors  did  suggest  that  it  would  prob¬ 
ably  elect  this  option  in  order  to  dem¬ 
onstrate  the  durability  of  its  evaporative 
emission  control  systems.  See  Tr.  of  Jan¬ 
uary.  1977,  Hearing  at  233.  Although 
American  Motors  ccmtended  that  it  could 
not  comply  with  the  50,000  mile  SHED 
durability  testing  requirement  merely 
because  it  may  face  the  risk  of  having  to 
restart  this  testing  at  a  late  date,  see  Tr. 
of  January.  1977,  Hearing  at  228-229, 
such  a  risk  of  failure  is  inherent  in  ahy 
compliance  testing  program.  In  addition, 
no  evidence  was  presented  which  indi¬ 
cated  that  the  evaporative  emission  con¬ 
trol  system  utilized  by' American  Motors 
in  its  1978  model  year  durability  vehicles 
would  not  remain  in  effect  for  50.000 
miles  even  though  American  Motors  has 
the  burden  of  proof  on  this  issue.  See  Tr. 
of  January.  1977,  Hearing  at  230. 

Finally,  it  should  be  noted  that  Ford 
indicated  in  its  testimony  that  it  had  Just 


received  approval  from  the  Executive 
Officer  of  the  CARB  for  its  method  of 
durability  testing  and  of  determining  the 
deterioration  factor  for  each  evaporative 
emission  engine  family,  and  thus,  it 
could  also  comply  with  the  California 
SHED  test  requirements  for  the  1978 
model  year.  S^  Tr.  of  January.  1977. 
Hearing  at  21-22,  282,  284,  287-288. 

In  considering  the  lead  time  question, 
it  should  be  mentioned  that  the  October 
5,  1976,  California  SHED  amendments 
were,  in  fact,  adopted  in  response  to  the 
concerns  of  the  manufacturers  that  had 
been  previously  expressed  on  this  mat¬ 
ter  and  were  intended  to  alleviate  these 
concerns.  See  42  FR  3192,  3195  (January 
17,  1977) .  Under  these  amendments  the 
manufacturers  will  be  able  to  comply 
with  the  optional  bench  testing  proce¬ 
dure  in  a  significantly  shorter  period  of 
time  than  would  have  been  required  un¬ 
der  the  regulations  in  effect  prior  to  Oc¬ 
tober  5.  1976,  which  had  provided  that 
the  manufacturers  could  satisfy  the  du¬ 
rability  evaluation  requirements  only  by 
running  a  SHED  test  at  specified  inter¬ 
vals  on  a  durability  vehicle.  Compare  Tr. 
of ‘January,  1977,  Hearing  at  215,  with 
Transcript  of  Public  Hearing  to  Consider 
California’s  Request  for  Waiver  of  Fed¬ 
eral  Preemption  With  Respect  to  Me¬ 
dium  Duty  Vehicles,  Application  of 
SHEHJ  Test  Procedure,  and  Fill  Pipe  and 
Opening  Specifications,  August  25  and 
26,  1976,  at  244  (hereinafter  “Tr.  of  Au¬ 
gust,  1976,  Hearing”) ;  see  also  42  FR 
3192,  3195  (January  17.  1977). 

Oeneral  Motors  and  Chrysler  also  con¬ 
tended  that  it  was  technically  infeasible 
for  them  to  comply  with  the  1979  and 
subsequent  model  year  mandatory  du¬ 
rability  test  requiremoits  applicable  to 
gasoline-powered  passenger  cars,  light 
duty  trucks  and  medium  duty  vehicles 
which  require  that  the  manufacturers' 
proposed  methods  for  durability  testing 
be  approved  by  the  Executive  Officer  of 
the  CARB  prior  to  conducting  the  actual 
test,  since  the  lack  of  further  specifica¬ 
tion  in  the  California  regulations  made 
these  requirements  ambiguous.'  See  Tr. 
of  January  1977,  Hearing  at  236,  239- 
241,  244-247,  291-292.  However.  I  be¬ 
lieve  that  the  California  SHED  test  reg¬ 
ulations  for  mcxiel  year  1979  do  impose 
reasonable  limits  on  the  discretionary 
authority  of  the  Executive  Officer.  These 
regulations  require  the  Executive  Officer 
to  review  and  approve  the  manufactur- 


'  General  Motors  and  Chrysler  further  con¬ 
tended  that  the  1979  and  subsequent  model 
year  California  SHED  regulations  failed  the 
due  process  test  for  vagueness  established 
In  Connally  v.  General  Construction  Com¬ 
pany.  269  UA.  385  (1926) .  See  Tr.  of  .Tanuary 
1977,  Hearing  at  236,  239.  241,  244-247,  291- 
292.  I  have  determined  that  I  cannot  agree 
with  their  position  on  this  question.  CX>n- 
cernlng  the  constitutional  claim,  regardless 
of  the  validity  of  this  argiunent,  the  EPA 
waiver  hearing  Is  not  the  proper  forum  In 
which  to  raise  It.  Cf.  41  FR  44209,  44212 
(October  7.  1976);  42  FR  2337,  2339  (Janu¬ 
ary  11,  1977).  Questions  concerning  the  con¬ 
stitutionality  of  the  California  regulations 
are  beyond  the  scope  of  my  review  under 
section  209(b). 
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ers’  proposed  test  methods  if  they  meet 
the  three  requirements  stated  in  the  reg¬ 
ulations.  No  information  was  presented 
that  the  Executive  Officer  has  evidenced 
a  lack  of  good  faith  in  carrying  out  his 
responsibilities  under  these  regulations. 
In  fact,  the  CARB  has  already  indicated 
to  the  manufacturers  which  types  of 
testing  methods  would  meet  the  ap¬ 
proval  of  the  Executive  Officer  and  will 
make  Ford’s  bench  test  procedure  avail¬ 
able  to  the  manufacturers  upon  its  ap¬ 
proval  by  the  Executive  Officer  as  an 
example  of  an  acceptable  method  of 
durability  testing.  See  Tr.  of  January, 
1977,  Hearing  at  21-22.  The  CARB  has 
also  expressed  its  willingness  to  continue 
to  negotiate  with  the  manufacturers  in 
the  future  on  matters  related  to  the  ap¬ 
proval  of  proposed  methods  for  du¬ 
rability  testing.  See  id. 

Therefore,  in  light  of  the  above  dis¬ 
cussion,  I  have  decided  that  I  cannot 
deny  the  waiver  request  on  the  grounds 
of  lead  time  and  technology. 

With  regard  to  the  cost  of  compliance 
with  the  California  SHED  requirements 
for  passenger  cars,  light  duty  trucks  and 
medium  duty  and  heavy  duty  vehicle, 
very  little  information  was  provided  by 
the  manufacturers  at  the  hearing.  Al¬ 
though  the  performance  of  SHED  tests 
on  passenger  cars,  light  duty  trucks,  and 
medium  duty  vehicles,  and  the  need  to 
acquire  additional  SHED  facilities  may 
result  in  additional  costs  to  the  manu¬ 
facturers,  no  specific  information  was 
provided  in  this  regard. 

Adequate  notice  objections.  General 
Motors  and  American  Motors  contended 
that  adequate  notice  was  not  given  of 
the  fact  that  the  January  27. 1977,  hear¬ 
ing  agenda  would  include  the  question 
of  granting  California  a  waiver  of  Fed¬ 
eral  preemption  for  the  October  5,  1976, 
amendments,  see  Tr.  of  January,  1977, 
Hearing  at  210,  251-252,  since  EPA  did 
not  publicly  announce  such  notice  until 
January  17.  1977.  However,  adequate 
notice  of  an  opportunity  to  comment  on 
this  SHED  waiver  question  was  given  to 
all  of  the  manufacturers  by  the  publica¬ 
tion  of  the  January  11,  1977,  decision, 
see  42  FR  3192  < January  17,  1977),  in 
light  of  the  fact  that  the  public  record 
remained  open  for  a  period  of  two  weeks 
after  the  January  27,  1977,  hearing.  See 
44  UB.C.  1508  (1968).  Furthermore,  the 
EPA  did  provide  actual  and  timely 
notice  of  the  hearing  agenda  to  most  of 
the  manufacturers  by  oral  conversations 
conducted  in  December.  1976.  In  addi¬ 
tion,  no  party  alleged  at  the  hearing  that 
its  proc^mal  interests  were  prejudiced 
by  the  method  of  notice  employed. 

General  Motors  and  American  Motors 
also  objected  to  the  notice  given  with 
respect  to  the  October  5.  1976,  amend¬ 
ments  to  the  SHED  test  pnx^edures  for 
1978  and  subsequent  model  year  pas¬ 
senger  cars  and  light  duty  trucks.  'They 
contended  that  EPA  had  violated  the 
statutory  mandate  of  section  209  by 
reinstating  the  July  11,  1975,  waiver, 
see  30  PR  3011  (July  18, 1975),  and  waiv¬ 
ing  application  of  these  amendments 
prior  to  holding  a  public  hearing  on  this 
action.  See  Tr.  of  January,  1977,  Hearing 


at  211,  242-244.  Their  position  is  based 
on  the  assumption  that  the  durability 
evaluation  requirements  imposed  by  the 
October  5,  1976,  amendments  affect  the 
stringency  of  the  California  fuel  evapo¬ 
rative  mission  standard,  and  therefore, 
a  public  hearing  should  have  been  held 
prior  to  this  alleged  action  by  EPA. 
However,  these  manufacturers  do  not 
apparently  recognize  that  the  reinstated 
waiver  did  not  include  any  of  the  Octo¬ 
ber  5,  1976,  amendments.  The  January 
11,  1977,  decision  merely  reinstated  the 
SHED  waiver  as  origiiially  granted  to 
California  on  July  11,  1975.  See  42  PR 
3192,  3193  (January  17,  1977) ;  see  also 
40  PR  30311  (July  18,  1975).  The  new 
bimdens  imposed  on  the  maniifacturers 
as  a  result  of  the  October  5, 1976,  amend¬ 
ments  were  the  subject  of  the  January 
27,  1977,  hearing,  and  have  been  con¬ 
sidered  in  reaching  today’s  decision. 

Finally,  General  Motors  challenged 
the  notice  given  with  regard  to  the  Octo¬ 
ber  5,  1976,  SHED  amendments  ai^li- 
cable  to  1978  and  subsequent  model  year 
medium  duty  vehicles.  It  contended  that 
EPA  had  violated  section  209  of  the 
Act  by  granting  California  a  waiver  for 
these  amendments  prior  to  holding  a 
public  hearing  on  this  matter.  See  Tr. 
of  January,  1977,  Hearing  at  242-244. 
In  addressing  this  argument,  it  is  neces¬ 
sary  to  examine  the  nature  of  the  con¬ 
cerns  that  were  raised  by  the  manufac¬ 
turers  concerning  the  California  medium 
duty  SHED  regulations  under  considera¬ 
tion  at  the  August  25  and  26,  1976, 
waiver  “hearing.  Ford  and  General  Mo¬ 
tors  stated  at  this  hearing  that  there 
was  insufficient  time  to  permit  a  medium 
duty  vehicle  evaporative  emission  c(Xi- 
trol  system  to  undergo  50,000  mile  SHED 
durability  testing  for  the  1978  model 
year.  See  42  FR  3192,  3194  (January 
17. 1977) .  The  CARB  indicated  that  they 
were  sensitive  to  the  msmufacturers’ 
concerns  regarding  lead  time  and  en¬ 
couraged  the  manufactimers  to  submit 
their  recommendations  concerning  any 
proposed  amendments  to  the  CTalifomia 
SHED  regulations.  See  Tr.  of  August, 
1976,  Hearing  at  201,  273-274.  As  a  result 
of  its  examination  of  the  durability  test¬ 
ing  requirements  based  on  the  manu¬ 
facturers’  comments  in  this  matter,  the 
CARB  adopted  amendments  to  its  me¬ 
dium  duty  SHED  regulations  on  O;to- 
ber  5,  1976,  which  appear  to  eliminate 
the  lead  time  problems  raised  by  the 
manufacturers  during  both  the  August 
25  and  26,  1976,  hearing,  see  42  FR  3192. 
3195  (January  17.  1977),  and  the  two 
weeks  susequent  to  the  hearing  in  which 
the  record  remained  open.  In  addition  to 
the  opportunity  for  comment  provided 
dm-ing  the  August  25  and  26. 1976,  hear¬ 
ing,  General  Motors  requested  and  was 
given  a  meeting  with  the  Director  of 
the  Mobile  Source  Enforcement  Divi¬ 
sion  on  October  4,  1976,  to  specifically 
discuss  any  waiver  Issues  with  regard 
to  the  October  5,  1976,  California  SHED 
amendments.  In  light  of  the  above  dis¬ 
cussion,  I  continue  to  believe  that  the 
EPA  has  not  violated  the  statutory  man¬ 
date  of  section  200  of  the  Act  in  this 
matter.  No  evidence  was  presented  (xdiich 


indicated  that  the  procedures  employed 
during  the  course  of  events  which  led 
to  the  January  11,  1977,  waiver  decision 
denied  any  party  the  opportimity  for 
comment  on  the  October  5,  1976,  Cali¬ 
fornia  SHED  regulations,  and  in  addi¬ 
tion,  the  manufacturers  were  expressly 
given  an  opportunity  to  comment  upon 
the  optional  diu^bility  testing  provision 
adopted  as  part  of  October  5,  1976, 
California  SHED  amendments  during 
the  public  hearing  held  on  January  27, 
1977.  See  42  FR  3192,  3193,  3195  (Jan¬ 
uary  17,  1977).  This  conclusi(m  is 
reaffirmed  by  my  anals^is  of  the  infor¬ 
mation  presented  at  the  Januarv  27, 1977, 
hearing,  which  indicated  that  no  in¬ 
formation  had  been  obtained  subsequent 
to  the  August  25  and  26.  1976,  hearing 
which  would  have  caused  me  to  change 
the  January  11,  1977,  waiver  decision. 

Findings.  Having  given  due  considera¬ 
tion  to  the  record  of  the  public  hearing, 
all  material  submitted  for  that  record, 
and  other  relevant  information,  I  hereby 
make  the  following  findings. 

1.  The  State  of  California  had,  prior 
to  March  30.  1966,  ad(H)ted  standards 
(other  than  crankcase  emission  stand¬ 
ards)  for  the  control  of  emissions  from 
new  motor  vehicles. 

2.  Compelling  and  extraordinarv  con¬ 
ditions  continue  to  exist  in  the  State  of 
California.  The  State  oxidant  pollution 
problem  remains  the  worst  in  the  nation. 
Recent  testimony  of  the  renresentatives 
of  the  CARB  has  revealed  that  unless  a 
virtual  shutdown  of  Los  Angeles  is  as¬ 
sumed,  no  current  projections  indicate 
that  compliance  with  the  ambient  air 
quality  standards  can  be  achieved  for 
California’s  Smith  Coast  Air  Basin,  a  re¬ 
gion  which  contains  five  percent  of  the 
natiCHi’s  population. 

3.  I  have  not  been  provided  with  suf¬ 
ficient  information  to  suonort  the  find¬ 
ings  required  to  withdraw  the  California 
waiver  granted  on  January  11,  1977,  see 
42  FR  3192  (January  17,  1977),  with  re¬ 
spect  to  the  California  fuel  evaporative 
emission  standard  and  test  procedures 
(SHED  test)  applicable  to  1978  and  sub¬ 
sequent  model  year  gasoUne-powered 
medium  duty  and  heavy  duty  vehicles. 

4.  I  cannot  find  that  the  California 
evaporative  emission  standard  and  test 
procedures  (SHED  test)  for  1978  and 
subsequent  model  year  gasoline-powered 
passenger  cars  and  light  duty  trucks  are 
not  more  stringent  than  applicable  Fed¬ 
eral  standards. 

5.  The  California  evaporative  emission 
standard  and  test  procedures  (SHED 
test),  and  accompanying  enforcement 
procedures,  applicable  to  1978  and  sub¬ 
sequent  model  year  gasoline-powered 
passenger  cars  and  light  duty  trucks,  are 
consistent  with  section  202(a)  of  the 
(Jlean  Air  Act.  Taking  into  account  the 
cost  of  compliance,  I  find  that  the  requi¬ 
site  technology  is  currently  available  and 
that  there  appears  to  be  adequate  lead 
time  to  permit  the  application  of  this 
technology  so  as  to  achieve  compliance 
with  the  California  requirements  by  the 
1978  model  year. 

m.  Decision 

Based  upon  the  above  discussion  and 
findings,  I  hereby  determine  that  the 
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waiver  actions  announced  in  the  waiver 
decision  of  January  11.  1977,  see  42  FR 
3192  (January  17,  1977),  with  respect  to 
gasoline-powered  medium  duty  and 
heavy  duty  motor  vehicles,  will  not  be 
withdrawn.  I  also  hereby  waive  applica¬ 
tion  of  section  209(a)  of  the  Act  to  the 
State  of  California  with  respect  to  the 
following  section  of  Title  13  of  the  Cali¬ 
fornia  Administrative  Code: 

Section  1976,  as  amended  October  5. 
1976,  and  "California  Evaporative  Emis¬ 
sion  Standard  and  Test  Procedures  for 
1978  and  Subsequent  Model  Gasoline- 
Powered  Motor  Vehicles  Except  Motor¬ 
cycles,”  as  last  amended  October  5.  1976, 
as  applicable  to  gasoline- powered  pas¬ 
senger  cars  and  light  duty  trucks. 

A  copy  of  the  above  standards  and  pro¬ 
cedures,  as  well  as  the  record  of  the 
hearing  and  those  documents  used  in 
arriving  at  this  decision,  is  available  for 
public  inspection  during  normal  working 
hours  (8  a.m.  to  4:30  p.m.)  at  the  U.S. 
Environmental  Protection  Agency.  Pub¬ 
lic  Information  Reference  Unit,  Room 
2922  (EPA  Library) ,  401  M  Street  SW.. 
Washington,  D.C.  20460.  Copies  of  the 
standards  and  test  procedures  are  also 
available  upon  request  from  the  Cali¬ 
fornia  Air  Resources  Board,  1102  Q 
Street,  Sacramento,  California  95812. 

Dated:  May  11. 1977. 

Douglas  M.  Costle, 
Administrator. 
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FEDERAL  ENERGY 
ADMINISTRATION 

APCO  OIL  CORP. 

Action  Taken  on  Consent  Order 

Pursuant  to  10  CFR  205.197(C).  the 
Federal  Energy  Administration  (FEA) 
hereby  gives  notice  of  final  action  taken 
on  a  Consent  Order. 

On  December  27,  1976,  FEA  published 
notice  of  a  Consent  Order  which  was 
executed  between  Apco  Oil  Corporation 
(Apco)  and  FEA  (41  FR  56,218  (Decem¬ 
ber  27,  1976)).  With  that  notice,  and  in 
accordance  with  10  CFR  205.197(C) ,  FEA 
invited  interested  persons  to  comment 
on  the  Consent  Order. 

One  comment  was  received  from  a  non¬ 
aggrieved  party  and  was  not  material  to 
this  Consent  Order.  Therefore,  FEA  has 
concluded  that  the  Consent  Order  as 
executed  between  FEA  and  Apco  is  an 
appropriate  resolution  of  the  compliance 
proceedings  described  in  the  notice  pub¬ 
lished  on  December  27.  1976  and  hereby 
gives  notice  that  the  Consent  Order  shall 
become  effective  as  proposed  without 
modification  upon  publication  of  this 
notice  in  the  Federal  Register. 


ENERGY  SUPPLY  AND  ENVIRONMENTAL 
COORDINATION  ACT 

Change  in  Schedule  for  Public  Hearing  in 

Dallas,  Tex.,  Regarding  Intention  To  Is¬ 
sue  Prohibition  Orders  to  Certain  Major 

Fuel  Burning  Installations 

The  Federal  Energy  Administration 
(FEA)  gave  notice  in  the  Federal  Reg¬ 
ister  on  Friday.  May  13,  1977,  that  FEIA 
has  issued  a  "Notice  of  Intention  to  Is¬ 
sue  Prohibition  Orders  to  Certain  Major 
Fuel  Burning  Installations”  and  would 
hold  a  hearing  on  the  notice  of  intention 
on  May  24  and  25,  1977,  in  Dallas  Texas. 

This  notice  is  to  inform  pei'sons  inter¬ 
ested  in  that  notice  of  intention  that  an 
additional  hearing  will  be  held  May  26, 
1977.  in  Oklahoma  City.  Oklahoma,  Hil¬ 
ton  Inn  West.  Interstate  40  and  Merrid- 
lan,  beginning  at  9  aon. 

Consequently  the  revised  schedule  for 
public  hearing  on  the  above-mentioned 
notice  of  intention  is  as  follows: 

May  24.  25 — Dallas.  Texas,  Room  250.  Fed¬ 
eral  Energy  Administration,  2626  West  Mock¬ 
ingbird  Lane,  at  9  a.m. 

May  26 — Oklahoma  City.  Oklahoma,  Hilton 
Inn  West.  Interstate  40  and  MciTldlan,  at 
9  a.m. 

Issued  in  Washington.  D.C..  on  May 
16.  1977. 

Eric  J.  Pygi, 
Acting  General  Counsel. 

|FR  Doc.77-14359  Filed  6-18-77;8;45  am| 


ENERGY  SUPPLY  AND  ENVIRONMENTAL 
COORDINATION  ACT 

Change  in  Schedule  for  Public  Hearing  in 
Dallas,  Tex.,  Regarding  Intention  To  Is¬ 
sue  Prohibition  Orders  to  Certain  Power- 
plants 

The  Federal  Energy  Administration 
(FEA)  gave  notice  in  the  Federal  Regis¬ 
ter  on  Monday,  <May  2.  1977  (42  FR 
22268),  that  FEA  had  Issued  a  "Notice 
of  Intention  to  Issue  Prohibition  Orders 
to  Certain  Powerplants”  and  would  hold 
a  hearing  on  the  notice  of  intention  on 
Mav  23,  24.  and  25, 1977,  in  Dallas,  Texas. 

This  notice  is  to  inform  perscms  inter¬ 
ested  in  that  notice  of  intention  that  the 
hearing  originally  scheduled  on  May  23. 
1977,  in  Dallas,  will  now  be  held  May  26. 
1977,  in  Coahoma  City,  Oklahoma.  Hil¬ 
ton  Inn  West,  Interstate  40  and  Merrid- 
ian,  beginning  at  9  a.m.  Consequently 
the  revised  schedule  for  public  hearing 
on  the  above-mentioned  notice  of  in¬ 
tention  is  as  follows: 

May  24.  25 — Dallas,  Texas.  Room  250.  Fed¬ 
eral  Energy  Administration,  2626  West  Mock¬ 
ingbird  Lane,  at  9  a.m. 

May  26 — Oklahoma  City,  Oklahoma,  Hilton 
Inn  West.  Interstate  40  and  Merrldlan,  at  9 
a.m.  V 


Issued  in  Washington.  D.C..  May  13. 
1977. 


Eric  J.  Pygi, 
Acting  General  Counsel. 


Issued  in  Washington,  D.C..  on  May  16. 
1977. 


Eric  J.  Fyci, 
Acting  General  Counsel. 


I  PR  Doc  77-14281  Filed  5-18-77:8:45  am|  |FR  Doc.77-14300  Filed  5-18-77; 8: 45  am | 
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ENERGY  SUPPLY  AND  ENVIRONMENTAL 
COORDINATION  ACT 

Change  in  Schedule  for  Public  Hearing  in 
'Dallas,  Tex.,  Rregarding  Intention  To  Is¬ 
sue  Construction  Orders  to  Certain  Major 
Fuel  Burning  Installations 

The  Federal  Energy  Administration 
(FEA)  gave  notice  in  the  Federal 
Register  on  Friday.  May  13.  1977,  that 
FEA  has  Issued  a  "Notice  of  Intention 
to  Issue  Construction  Orders  to  Certain 
Major  Fuel  Burning  Installations”  and 
would  hold  a  hearing  cm  the  notice  of 
intention  on  May  24  and  25.  1977,  in 
Dallas.  Texas. 

This  notice  is  to  inform  persons  In¬ 
terested  in  that  notice  of  intention  that 
an  additional  hearing  will  be  held  May  26. 
1977.  in  Oklahoma  City.  Oklahoma.  Hil¬ 
ton  Inn  West,  Interstate  40  and  Mer- 
ridian,  beginning  at  9  a.m. 

Consequently  the  revised  schedule  for 
public  hearings  on  the  above-mentioned 
notice  of  intention  Is  as  follows: 

May  24.  25 — Dallas.  Texas.  Room  250  Fed¬ 
eral  Energy  Administration,  2626  West 
Mockingbird  Lane,  at  9  a.m.  , 

May  26 — Oklahoma  City,  Oklahoma.  Hil¬ 
ton  Inn  West.  Interstate  40  and  Merrldlan. 
at  9  a  m. 

Issued  in  Washington.  D.C..  on 
May  16.  1977. 

Eric  J.  Fygi, 
Acting  General  Counsel. 

|FR  Doc.  77-14361  Filed  5-18-77:8:45  am| 


FEDERAL  MARITIME  COMMISSION 

BOARD  OF  TRUSTEES  OF  THE  GALVES¬ 
TON  WHARVES  AND  COOK  TERMINAL 

CO. 

Agreement  Filed 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  fol¬ 
lowing  agreement  has  been  filed  with  the 
Commission  for  information  purposes. 

Agreement  filed  by:  Mr.  Carl  S.  Par¬ 
ker,  Jr.,  TrafBc  Manager,  Port  of  Gal¬ 
veston,  P.O.  Box  328.  Galveston.  Texas 
77550. 

Interested  parties  may  inspect  and 
obtain  a  copy  of  the  agreement  at  the 
Washington  office  of  the  Federal  Mari¬ 
time  Commission.  1100  L  Street,  NW., 
Room  10126;  or  may  inspect  the  agree¬ 
ment  at  the  Field  Offices  located  at  New 
York.  N.Y.,  New  Orleans.  Louisiana,  San 
Francisco.  California,  and  Old  San  Juan. 
Puerto  Rico.  . 

Agreement  No.  T-2814-C.  between  the 
Board  of  Trustees  of  the  Galveston 
Wharves  (Wharves)  and  Cook  Terminal 
Company,  Inc.,  (CTC),  Involves  three 
separate  agreements  between  Wharves 
and  CTC  (previously  approved  by  the 
Commission)  relating  to  the  construc¬ 
tion,  lease  and  guarantee  of  a  materials 
handling  facility  at  Galveston,  Texas: 
(1)  Agreement  No.  T-2814,  as  amended, 
provides  for  the  constructicm  of  a  mate¬ 
rials  handling  facility  to  CTC’s  specifi¬ 
cation  for  the  warehousing,  storage, 
conditioning  and  shipping  of  bulk  com¬ 
modities;  (2)  Agreement  No.  T-2814-A. 
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as  aniended,  provides  for  the  lease  of  the 
facility  to  CTC;  and' (3)  Agreement  No. 
T-2814-B,  as  amended,  which  is  be¬ 
tween  Wharves  and  CTC’s  parent  comr 
pany.  Cook  Industries,  Inc.,  provides  for 
the  guarantee  of  CTC’s  obligations  to 
Wharves  under  Agreement  No.  T-2814- 
A,  above. 

The  purpose  of  Agreement  No.  T- 
2814-C  is  to  formally  terminate  Agree¬ 
ments  Nos.  T-2814,  T-2814-A,  and  T- 
2814-B.  It  is  contemplated  that  the 
facility  now  operated  by  Cook  will  be 
operated  in  the  future  by  Farmers  Ex¬ 
port  Company  pursuant  to  FMC  Agree¬ 
ment  No.  T-3463  or  T-3464,  which  have 
been  filed  by  the  Commission  for  ap¬ 
proval. 

Dated:  May  16, 1977. 

By  order  of  the  Federal  Maritime 
Commission. 

Joseph  C.  Polking, 
Acting  Secretary. 

IPR  Doc.77-14297  PUed  6-18-77;8:46  am) 


FEDERAL  POWER  COMMISSION 

[Docket  No.  RP77-541 

ARKANSAS  LOUISIANA  GAS  CO. 

Revised  Tariff  Sheet 

May  13,  1977. 

Take  notice  that  on  April  29,  1977, 
Arkansas  Lousiana  Gas  CcMnpcmy  (Ark- 
la)  tendered  for  filing  “Revised  Sheet 
No.  185  issued  on  May  1,  1977”  to  its 
Rate  Schedule  No.  X-26,  FPC  Gas  Tariff 
Original  Volume  No.  3,  which  Arkla 
states  represents  the  rates  as  filed  in  the 
captioned  docket  adjusted  to  refiect  its 
currently  effective  purchased  gas  cost  of 
52.29d  per  Mcf  at  14.73  psia  and  sur¬ 
charge  rate  of  11.49^  per  Mcf  at  14.65 
psia. 

Arkla  requests  the  above  described 
tariff  sheet  be  substituted  for  the  “Re¬ 
vised  Sheet  No.  185  issued  on  April  15, 
1977”  in  its  Notice  of  Rate  Change  filed 
on  April  15.  1977  in  Docket  No.  RP77-54 
to  be  effective  June  1, 1977. 

Arkla  also  states  that  copies  of  its  fil¬ 
ing  were  mailed  to  the  Juris^ctional  cus¬ 
tomer  affected  and  other  interested 
parties. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
protest  said  filing  should  file  a  Petition 
to  Intervene  or  Protest  with  the  Federal 
Power  Commission,  825  North  CapiUd 
Street  NE.,  Washington,  D.C.  20426,  In 
accordance  with  Sections  1.8  and  1.10  of 
the  CcMnmission’s  Rules  of  Practice  and 
Procedure  (18  CFR  1.8,  1.10).  All  such 
petitions  or  protests  should  be  filed  on  or 
before  May  25,  1977.  Protests  will  be 
considered  by  the  C(Hnmi8si(m  in  deter¬ 
mining  the  appropriate  action  to  be 
taken,  but  wUl  not  serve  to  make  pro- 
testants  parties  to  the  proceeding.  Any 
person  wishing  to  become  a  party  must 
file  a  Petition  to  Intervene.  Copies  of  this 
filing  are  on  file  with  the  Cmnmission 
and  are  available  for  public  inspection. 

Lois  D.  Cashell, 
Acting  Secretary. 

|FR  Doc.77-14273  Filed  6-18-77;8:45  am| 


[Docket  No.  RP77-55] 

ARKANSAS  LOUISIANA  GAS  CO. 

Proposed  Changes  in  FPC  Gas  Tariff 
May  12,  1977. 

Take  notice  that  Arkansas  Louisiana 
Gas  Company  (“Arkla”)  on  April  18, 
1977,  tendered  for  filing  proposed  changes 
in  its  FPC  Gas  Tariff  First  Revised  Vol¬ 
ume  No.  1.  The  proposed  changes  affect 
one  rate  schedule,  Ailcla’s  FPC  Gas  Rate 
Schedule  No.  G-2,  under  which  gas  is 
sold  to  several  customers  in  Coahoma 
and  Kansas,  and  would  increase  reve¬ 
nues  from  jurisdictional  sales  and  serv¬ 
ice  by  approximately  $352,000  based  on 
the  12-month  period  ending  December 
31,  1976,  as  adjusted.  Arkla  states  that 
the  rate  increase  is  necessitated  by  a 
revenue  deficiency  caused  by  increases  in 
plant  and  related  cost  of  service  items, 
including  increases  in  costs  of  (^ration, 
services,  taxes,  employee  wages,  pensions 
and  benefits  and  other  costs.  'Itie  pro¬ 
posed  effective  date  is  June  1,  1977. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
protest  said  filing  should  file  a  petition 
to  intervene  or  protest  with  the  Federal 
Power  Commission,  825  North  CJapitol 
Street  NE.,  Washington,  D.C.  20426,  in 
accordance  with  Sections  1.8  and  1.10  of 
the  Commission’s  rules  of  practice  and 
procedme  (18  CFR  1.8,  1.10) .‘All  such 
petitions  or  protests  should  be  filed  on  or 
before  May  27, 1977.  Protests  will  be  con¬ 
sidered  by  the  Commission  in  determin¬ 
ing  the  appropriate  action  to  be  taken, 
but  will  not  serve  to  make  protestants 
parties  to  the  proceeding.  Any  person 
wishing  to  become  a  party  must  file  a  pe¬ 
tition  to  intervene.  Copies  of  this  filing 
are  on  file  with  the  Commission  and  are 
available  for  public  inspection. 

Lois  D.  Cashell, 
Aofing  Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.77-14243  Filed  6-18-77:8:45  am[ 


[Docket  No.  RI77-65| 

ATLANTIC  RICHFIELD  CO. 

Petition  for  Special  Relief 

May  13,  1977. 

Take  notice  that  on  May  2,  1977,  At¬ 
lantic  Richfield  Company  (Petitioner), 
P.O.  Box  2819,  Dallas,  Texas,  75221,  filed 
a  petition  for  special  relief  seekW  an 
increase  in  rate  for  natural  gas  sales  to 
Northern  Natural  Gas  Company  from 
the  Smith  Gas  Unit,  WeU  No.  1-36, 
Clark  County,  Kansas.  Petitioner  seeks 
an  increase  from  a  rate  of  29.43r  per  Mcf 
as  prescribed  in  Opinicm  No.  749  to  the 
contractually  authorized  rate  of  40.00  per 
Mcf.  Petitioner  states  that  the  requested 
increase  rate  will  permit  it  to  Install 
compression  facilities  on  the  Smith'  Gas 
Unit,  Well  No.  1-36  which  will  prevent 
premature  abandonment  and  increase 
present  day  productivity. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
make  any  protest  with  reference  to  said 
petition  should  on  or  before  Jime  2, 1977, 
file  with  the  Federal  Power  Cmnmission, 
Washington,  D.C.  20426,  a  petition  to 
intervene  or  a  protest  in  accordance  with 


the  requirements  of  the  Ccmimission’s 
Rules  of  Practice  and  Procedure  ( 18  CFR 
1.8  or  1.10).  All  protests  filed  with  the 
Ccmimission  will  be  considered  by  it  in 
determining  the  appropriate  action  to 
be  taken  but  will  not  serve  to  make  the 
protestants  parties  to  the  proceeding. 
Any  party  wishing  to  become  a  party  to 
a  proceeding,  or  to  participate  as  a  party 
in  any  hearing  therein,  must  file  a  peti¬ 
tion  to  intervene  in  accordance  with  the 
Commission’s  Rules. 

Lois  D.  Cashell, 
Acting  Secretary. 

|FR  Doc.77-14272  Filed  5-18-77:8:45  amj 


[Docket  No.  E-9593| 

CENTRAL  POWER  AND  LIGHT  CO.,  ET  AL. 
Application 


May  13. 1977. 

Take  notice  that  on  April  27,  1977, 
Central  Power  ti  Light  Company  (CP 
$cL).  Public  Service  CcHnpany  of  Okla¬ 
homa  (PSO),  Southwestern  Electric 
Power  Company  (SWEPCO),  and  West 
Texas  Utilities  C(Hnpany  (WTU)  (collec¬ 
tively  referred  to  hereinafter  as  “Peti¬ 
tioners”),  filed  an  Emergency  Petition 
For  Proceedings  and  Joint  Hearings 
Pursuant  to  Section  307  and  209(b)  of 
the  Federal  Power  Act. 

CP&L  is  a  Texas  corporation  with  its 
principal  place  of  business  at  Corpus 
Christi,  Texas.  PSO  is  an  Oklahoma  cor¬ 
poration  with  its  principal  place  of  busi¬ 
ness  at  ’Tulsa,  Oklahoma.  SWEPCO  is  a 
Delaware  corporation  with  its  principal 
place  of  business  at  Shreveport,  Louisi¬ 
ana.  WTU  is  a  Texas  corporation  with 
its  principal  place  of  business  at  Abilene, 
Texas.  All  of  the  outstanding  shares  of 
common  stock  of  CPtL,  PSO,  SWEPCO, 
and  W’TU  are  owned  by  Central  and 
South  West  Corporation  (C&SW) ,  a  Del¬ 
aware  corporation  with  its  offices  at  Wil¬ 
mington,  Delaware. 

’The  Petitioners  request  that  joint 
hearings  be  held  by  the  FWeral  Power 
Commission  and  Texas  Public  Utilities 
Commission  on  the  entire  Texas  inter¬ 
connection  question.  Petitioners  c(Hitend 
that  since  hearings  are  now  scheduled 
by  the  Texas  Commission  on  at  least  part 
of  the  issues  that  confront  both  Ccxnmis- 
sions,  this  Ctmimission  should  take  the 
necessary  measures  to  make  them  joint 
hearings.  Petitioners  content  that  a  joint 
hearing  would  avoid  potentially  duplica¬ 
tive  presentation  of  evidence,  avoid 
wasteful  and  Inefficient  use  of  Coimsels’ 
and  Witnesses’  time,  and  generally  avoid 
repetitious  and  redimdant  proceedings. 

CP&L  and  WTU  contend  that  prior  to 
May  4.  1976,  they  were  interconnected 
and  operated  in  synchronism  with  the 
major  member  of  the  Electric  Reliability 
Council  of  Texas  (ERCX>T) ,  Texas  Elec¬ 
tric  Service  Company  (’TESC),  and 
through  it  with  other  operating  sub¬ 
sidiaries  of  Texas  Utilities  Company 
(’TU) ,  Dallas  Power  and  Light  Company 
(DP&L)  and  Texas  Power  &  Light  Com¬ 
pany  (HL&P) .  WTU  states  that  on 
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May  4.  1976,  it  commenced  sales  of  elec¬ 
tricity  to  three  small  communities  in 
Oklahoma  from  its  previously  intra¬ 
state  transmission  lines,  thus  placing  all 
ERGOT  systems  in  interstate  commerce. 
CP&L  and  WTU  state  that  TESCO  and 
HL&P  responded  by  opening  their  inter¬ 
connections  with  CP&L  and  WJTJ,  On 
July  21,  1976,  in  Docket  No.  E-9558.  the 
Commission  entered  an  order  authoriz¬ 
ing  emergency  interconnection  pursuant 
to  Section  202(d)  of  the  Federal  Power 
Act.  Petitioners  contend  that  HLAP  and 
TU  have  steadfastly  refused  to  recon¬ 
nect  pursuant  to  such  order  for  reasons 
never  fully  explained. 

Petitioners  assert  that  instead,  HLAP 
and  TU  have  embarked  on  a  campaign  to 
confuse  the  Texas  Public  Utilities  Com¬ 
mission  and  various  electrical  ssrstems 
in  Texas  by  ascribing  to  interstate  elec¬ 
trical  operation,  as  such,  a  number  of 
allegedly  undesirable  effects  which,  if 
they  exist  at  all,  are  solely  attributable 
to  the  insistence  (through  the  appar¬ 
ently  unnecessary  means  of  continuing 
physical  disconnection)  of  HLAP  and 
TU  of  avoidance  of  Federal  Power  Com¬ 
mission  jurisdiction — no  matter  what 
the  cost  in  loss  of  reliability  or  other 
negative  electric  impacts. 

Therefore,  Petitioners  ask  this  Com¬ 
mission  immediately  to  institute  an  in¬ 
vestigation  under  Section  307,  to  con¬ 
vene  joint  hearings  with  the  Texas  Pub¬ 
lic  Utilities  Commission  under  Section 
209(b)  by  taking  the  necessary  and  ap¬ 
propriate  steps  to  become  co-sponsor  of 
the  hearings  of  that  Commission,  and 
upon  conclusion  of  the  .joint  hearings, 
to  provide  appropriate  relief. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
make  any  protest  with  reference  to  this 
application  should  on  or  before  May  27. 
1977,  file  petitions  or  protests  with  the 
Federal  Power  Commission.  Washington. 
D.C.  20426.  in  accordance  with  the  Com¬ 
mission's  Rules  of  Practice  and  Proce¬ 
dures  (18  CFR  1.8,  1.10).  All  protests 
filed  with  the  Commission  will  be  con¬ 
sidered  bv  it  in  determining  the  appro¬ 
priate  action  to  be  taken.  Cooies  of  this 
petition  are  on  file  with  the  Commission 
and  are  available  for  public  inspection. 

Lois  D.  Cashell, 
Acting  Secretary. 

I  PR  Doc.77-14267  Piled  5-18-77:8:45  am] 


(Docket  Nos.  CP76-137,  78-268.  etc.  | 
CITIES  SERVICE  GAS  CO. 

Extension  of  Time 

May  11.  1977. 

Docket  Nos.  CP76-137.  CP76-268, 

CP76-269.  CP76-345  and  CP76-^17. 

On  May  2.  1977,  Cities  Service  Gas 
Company  filed  a  motion  to  extend  the 
time  for  installing  and  placing  into  op¬ 
eration  the  taps  and  appurtenant  facil¬ 
ities,  authorized  by  Commission  order  is¬ 
sued  November  2,  *1976.  The  order  di¬ 
rected  that  the  facilities  be  constructed 
and  placed  in  operation  within  6  months 
from  the  date  of  the  order,  as  authorized 
in  paragraphs  (b)  of  S  157.20  of  the 
Commission’s  Regulations. 

Upon  consideration,  notice  is  hereby 
given  that  an  extension  of  time  is 


granted  to  and  including  November  2. 
1977,  within  which  Cities  Service  Gas 
Company  shall  comply  with  Ordering 
Paragraph  (C)  of  the  November  2,  1976 
order. 

Lois  D.  Cashell, 
Acting  Secretary. 
|FR  Doc.77-14274  PUed  5-18-77:8:45  am) 


(Docket  No.  ER76-494| 

OELMARVA  POWER  AND  LIGHT  CO.  AND 
SUBSIDIARIES 

Motion  for  Certification  of  a  (Proposed 
Settlement  Agreement 

May  12.  1977. 

Take  notice  that  Delmarva  Power  and 
Light  Company  and  Subsidiaries  (Del¬ 
marva)  on  May  2.  1977,  tendered  for 
filing  a  Motion  for  Certification  of  a 
Proposed  Settlement  Agreement  dated 
April  28.  1977.  Delmarva  indicates  that 
the  Settlement  Agreement  submitted 
with  this  motion  disposes  of  all  pending 
questions  in  the  proceeding  and  that 
Uie  interests  of  all  parties  will  be  best 
served  by  approval  of  the  Settlement 
Agreement. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
protest  said  settlement  agreement 
should  file  comments  with  the  Federal 
Power  .Commission,  825  North  Capitol 
Street  NE.,  Washington,  D.C.  20426,  on 
or  before  May  20,  1977.  Comments  will 
be  considered  by  the  Commission  in  de¬ 
termining  the  appropriate  action  to  be 
taken.  Copies  of  this  agreement  are  on 
file  with  the  Commission  and  are  avail¬ 
able  for  public  inspection. 

Lois  D.  Cashel, 
Acting  Secretary. 

(PR  Doc.77-14251  Piled  5-18-77:8:45  am] 


(Docket  No.  CP73-321  j 
EQUITABLE  GAS  CO. 

Extension  of  Time 

May  11,1977. 

On  April  29,  1977,  Equitable  Gas  Com¬ 
pany  filed  a  motion  for  an  extension  of 
time  to  file  the  cost  statements  required 
by  §  157.20(c)  of  the  Commission’s  Reg¬ 
ulations  under  the  Natural  Gas  Act. 

Upon  consideration,  notice  is  hereby 
given  that  an  exension  of  time  is  granted 
to  and  including  May  31, 1977. 

Lois  D.  Cashell, 
Acting  Secretary. 

(PR  Doc.77-14249  FUed  5-18-77:8:45  am] 

(Docket  Nos.  0871-898.  et  al.] 

GOLDKING  PROPERTIES.  INC.  ET  AL. 

Applications  for  “Small  Producer" 
Certificates ' 

May  12.  1977. 

Take  notice  that  each  of  the  Applicants 
listed  herein  has  filed  an  application  pur¬ 
suant  to  Section  7(c)  of  the  Natural  Gas 
Act  and  Section  157.40  of  the  Regulations 
thereunder  for  a  "small  producer’’  certif¬ 
icate  of  public  convenience  and  neces- 


■  This  notice  dees  not  provide  for  consoli¬ 
dation  for  hearing  of  the  several  matters 
covered  herein. 


sity  authorizing  the  sale  for  resale  and 
delivery  of  natural  gas  in  interstate  com¬ 
merce.  all  as  more  fully  set  forth  in  the 
applications  which  are  on  file  with 
the  Commission  and  open  to  public 
inspection. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
make  any  protest  with  reference  to  said 
applications  should  on  or  before  Jime  13. 
1977,  file  with  the  Federal  Power  Com¬ 
mission,  Washington.  D.C.  20426,  peti¬ 
tions  to  intervene  or  protests  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  the  requirements  of  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  Rules  of  Practice  and  Proce¬ 
dure  (18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10).  All  protests 
filed  with  the  Commission  will  be  con¬ 
sidered  bv  it  in  determining  the  appro¬ 
priate  action  to  be  taken  but  will  not 
serve  to  make  the  protestants  parties  to 
the  proceeding.  Persons  wishing  to  be¬ 
come  parties  to  a  proceeding  or  to  parti¬ 
cipate  as  a  party  in  any  hearing  therein 
must  file  petitions  to  intervene  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  the  Commission’s  Rules. 

Take  further  notice  that,  pursuant  to 
the  authorltv  contained  in  and  subject 
to  the  jurisdiction  conferred  upon  the 
Federal  Power  Commission  by  Sections 
7  and  15  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act  and 
the  Commission’s  Rules  of  Practice  and 
Procedure,  a  hearing  will  be  held  without 
further  notice  before  the  Commission  on 
all  applications  in  which  no  petition  to 
Intervene  is  filed  within  the  time  required 
herein  if  the  Commission  on  Its  own 
review  of  the  matter  believes  that  a  grant 
of  the  certificates  is  required  by  the  pub¬ 
lic  convenience  and  necessity.  Where  a 
petition  for  leave  to  intervene  is  timely 
filed,  or  where  the  Commission  on  its 
own  motion  believes  that  a  formal  hear¬ 
ing  is  required,  further  notice  of  such 
hearing  will  be  duly  given. 

Under  the  procedure  herein  provided 
for,  imless  otherwise  advised,  it  will  be 
unnecessary  for  Applicants  to  appear  or 
be  represented  at  the  hearing. 


Lois  D.  Cashell, 
Acting  Secretary. 


Docket 

No. 

Date  filed  Applicant 

CSTI-»»8 

Apr. 

25,1977  Goldkinc  Properties.  Inc., 
2(100  .South  Post  Oak  Rd., 
suite  1.530,  Houston,  Tex. 
77056. 

C.S77-503 

.May 

2,1977  Orr  Oil  Co..  1415  Cooley. 
Boraer,  Tex.  79007. 

CS77-,S1B 

...do. 

North  May  Ave.,  suite  26.5, 
Oklahoma  City,  Okla. 
73112. 

rS77-.U7 

...do. 

.  Hanesco,  Inc.,  P.O.  Box  182, 

Roswell,  N.  Mex.  M20I. 

CS77-518 

...do. 

Inc.,  3809  White’s  Ferry 
Rd.,  West  Monroe,  La. 

CSTT-SIO 

.do. 

. William  O.  Kern,  250  Mid 

America  Bids.,  Midland, 
Tex.  79701. 

C877-520 

-do. 

. . Worrall  Enalneerin*,  Inc.. 

1106  4th  National  Bank 
Bldx..  Tulsa.  Okla.  74119. 

(•S77-521 

May 

3, 1977  B.  W.  Beebe.  P.O.  Box  334. 
Boulder,  Colo.  80306. 

C 877-522 

.do. 

. . Tally  Johnson,  route  No.  1. 

Terlton.  Okla.  74081. 

C877-523 

May 

4, 1977  Paradine  Oil  Corn.,  2500  1st 
City  National  Rank  Bldf., 
Houston,  Tex.  77002. 

rS77-.i24 

May 

.5,1977  Elizalieth  Hannirm.  700 
.'touth  Lea.  Roswell,  N. 
Mex. 

CS77-S2.1 

do. 

.  A.  Nelson  McCarter.  1820 

Southwest  Tower  Bldfc., 
Houston,  Tex.  77002. 

CSTI-.lJe 

May 

6, 1977  Manraret  WyRocki,  721 

Robins  Rd.,  Latising, 

Mich.  78917. 

(PR  Doc.77-14252  Piled  5-18-77:8:45  am] 
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NOTICES 


(Docket  No.  RP77-6J 

KANSAS-NEBRASKA  NATURAL  GAS  CO., 
INC. 

Proposed  Change  in  Rates 

May  13.  1977. 

Take  notice  that  on  April  26,  1977, 
Kansas-Nebraska  Natural  Gas  Company 
(Kansas-Nebraska)  tendered  for  filing 
Replacement  First  Revised  Sheet  No.  4 
superseding  First  Revised  Sheet  No.  4  of 
Kansas-Nebraska’s  FPC  Gas  Tariff, 
Third  Revised  Volume  No.  1  as  filed  on 
October  29, 1976  in  the  captioned  docket. 

Kansas-Nebraska  states  that  in  its 
filing  on  October  29,  1976  it  proposed 
rates  which  included  purchased  gas  costs 
based  upon  the  Commission’s  Opinion 
No.  770.  An  adjustment  to  the  proposed 
rates  is  necessary  since  the  subsequent 
issue  of  Opinion  No.  770-A  slightly  de¬ 
creased  Kansas-Nebraska’s  cost  of  pur¬ 
chased  gas.  A  second  adjustment  to  the 
rates  proposed  in  October  29,  1976  is 
needed,  Kansas-Nebraska  states,  because 
Kansas-Nebraska’s  October  29,  1976  fil¬ 
ing  incorrectly  credited  to  the  jurisdic¬ 
tional  cost  of  service  a  credit  balance  in 
Kansas-Nebraska’s  PGA  account.  Kan¬ 
sas-Nebraska  states  that  Replacement 
Sheet  No.  4  reflects  these  adjustments. 

Kansas-Nebraska  states  that  copies  of 
the  filing  have  been  served  upon  the 
company’s  jurisdictional  customers  and 
other  interested  persons  including  pub¬ 
lic  bodies. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or 
protest  said  filing  should  file  a  Petition 
to  Intervene  or  Protest  with  the  Federal 
Power  Commission,  825  North  Capitol 
Street  NE.,  Washington,  D.C.  20426,  in 
accordance  with  Sections  1.8  and  1.10 
of  the  Commission’s  Rules  of  Practice 
and  Procedure  (18  CFR  1.8,  1.10).  All 
such  petitions  or  protests  should  be  filed 
on  or  before  May  23,  1977.  Protests  will 
be  considered  by  the  Commission  in  de¬ 
termining  the  appropriate  action  to  be 
taken  but  will  not  serve  to  make  pro- 
testants  parties  of  the  proceeding.  Any 
person  wishing  to  become  a  party  must 
file  a  Petition  to  Intervene.  Cc^ies  of 
this  filing  are  on  file  with  the  Commis¬ 
sion  and  are  available  for  public 
inspection. 

Lois  D.  Cashell, 
Acting  Secretary. 

(PB  Doc.77-14270  Piled  6-18-77:8:45  am] 


(Docket  No.  RP77-51 

KANSAS-NEBRASKA  NATURAL  GAS  CO., 
INC. 

Motion  To  Place  Tariff  Sheets  Into  Effect 
May  13. 1977. 

Take  notice  that  on  April  25.  1977, 
Kansas-Nebraska  Natural  Gas  Com¬ 
pany,  Inc.  (Kansas-Nebraska)  filed  a 
motion  pursuant  to  Section  4(e)  of  the 
Natural  Gas  Act  that  First  Revised  Sheet 
Nos.  1.  3,  5.  6.  7.  8.  9.  10.  11,  12.  13.  14, 
15,  27,  and  32  of  Kansas-Nebraska’s 
PPC  Gas  TarifT,  niird  Revised  Volume 
No.  1,  filed  on  October  29.  1976,  be  per¬ 
mitted  to  go  into  effect  as  of  April  29, 
1977. 


Rather  than  moving  that  First  Revised 
Sheet  No.  4  of  Kansas-N^raska’s  FPC 
Gas  Tariff  'Third  Revised  Volume  No. 
1,  filed  on  October  29.  1976,  be  permitted 
to  go  into  effect,  Kansas-Nebraska  states 
that  it  is  filing  concurrently  with  the 
filing  of  the  instant  motion  Replacement 
First  Revised  Sheet  No.  4  which  reflects 
certain  adjustments  to  First  Revised 
Sheet  No.  4. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
protest  said  filing  should  file  a  petition 
to  intervene  or  protest  with  the  Federal 
Power  Commission,  825  North  Capitol 
Street  NE.,  Washington,  D.C.  20426,  in 
accordance  with  Sections  1.8  and  1.10  of 
the  Commission’s  Rules  of  Practice  and 
Procedure  (18  CFR  1.8,  1.10).  All  such 
petitions  or  protests  should  be  filed  on 
or  before  May  23,  1977.  Protests  will  be 
considered  by  the  Commission  in  deter¬ 
mining  the  appropriate  action  to  be 
taken,  but  will  not  serve  to  make  pro- 
testants  parties  to  the  proceeding.  Any 
person  wishing  to  become  a  party  must 
file  a  petition  to  intervene.  Copies  of 
this  filing  are  on  file  with  the  Commis¬ 
sion  and  are  available  for  public  in¬ 
spection. 

Lois  D.  Cashell, 
Acting  Secretary. 

(FR  Doc.77-14271  Filed  6-18-77;8:45  am| 


(Docket  No.  RI77-891 

McGALLIARD  AND  SPARKS 
Petition  for  Special  Relief 

May  12.  1977. 

Take  notice, that  on  April  27, 1977.  Mc- 
Galliard  and  Sparks.  Incorporated  (Mc- 
Galliard).  1612  C  &  I  Building.  Houston. 
Texas  77(>02,  filed  a  petition  for  spiecial 
relief  in  Docket  No.  RI77-69. 

McGalliard  seeks  authorization  to 
charge  $1.75  per  Mcf  for  the  sale  of  gas  to 
Natural  Gas  Pipeline  Company  of  Amer¬ 
ica  from  the  W.  C.  Leverldge  Gas  Unit 
No.  2T  in  the  East  Bernard  Field.  Whar¬ 
ton  Coimty,  Texas.  McGalliard  states 
that  it  is  no  longer  econcnnicallv  feasible 
to  continue  producing  the  subject  gas  at 
the  current  pri*e  of  74  cents  per  Mcf. 

Any  F>erson  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
make  any  protest  with  reference  to  said 
petition  should  on  or  before  June  1, 1977. 
file  with  the  Federal  Power  C(Mnmission. 
Washington,  D.C.  20426,  a  petition  to  in¬ 
tervene  or  a  iHotest  in  accordance  with 
the  requirements  of  the  Commisskm’s 
Rules  of  Practice  and  Procedure  (18  CFR 
1.8  or  1.10).  All  protests  filed  with  the 
Commission  will  be  considered  by  it  in 
determining  the  aivropriate  acticm  to  be 
taken  but  will  not  serve  to  make  the  Pro¬ 
testants  parties  to  the  proceeding.  Any 
party  wishing  to  become  a  party  to  a  pro¬ 
ceeding,  or  to  participate  as  a  partv  in 
anv  h“aring  therein,  must  file  a  petiticm 
to  intervene  in  accordance  with  the  Com¬ 
mission  Rules. 

Lois  D.  Cashell. 

Acting  Secretary. 

(FR  Doc.77-14260  Piled  6-18-77:8:45  ami 


(Docket  No.  ER77-348] 

MISSOURI  UTILITIES  CO. 

Tariff  and  Rate  Schedule  Changes 

May  12,  1977. 

Take  notice  that  Missouri  Utilities 
Company  of  Cape  Girardeau.  Missouri 
(MUCoT,  on  May  2.  1977,  tendered  for 
filing  a  proposed  new  Agreement  for 
Wholesale  Electric  Service  applicable  to 
the  City  of  California,  MissourL  MUCo 
states  that  the  proposed  new  agreement 
specifies  all  terms  and  conditions  aiHili- 
cable  to  the  service  to  be  rendered  there¬ 
under;  it  replaces  in  its  entirety  the  pre¬ 
viously  effective  agreement  datM  l^p- 
tember  7.  1954,  which  was  cancelled  by 
MUCo  effective  December  20. 1976.  MUCo 
also  states  that  the  proposed  agreement 
would  increase  revenues  from  jurisdic¬ 
tional  sales  ahd  servi~e  by  $89,994  based 
on  the  12  month  period  ending  October 
31. 1976.  This  change  in  rates  is  proposed 
to  become  effective  as  of  June  1,  1977. 

MUCo  indica,tes  that  the  proposed 
change  in  rates  is  to  compensate  MUCo 
for  increases  in  its  cost  of  supplying 
wholesale  electric  service  to  the  City  of 
California,  Missouri. 

MUCo  further  indicates  that  copies  of 
the  filing  were  served  upon  the  CJity  of 
California,  Missouri,  and  the  Missouri 
Public  Service  Commission. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
protest  said  application  should  file  a  peti¬ 
tion  to  intervene  or  protest  with  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Power  Commission,  825  North  Capi¬ 
tal  Street  NE.,  Washington,  D.C.  20426, 
in  accordan-e  with  Sections  1.8  and  1.10 
of  the  Commission’s  rules  of  practice  and 
procedure  (18  CFR  1.8,  1.10).  All  such 
petition.s  or  protests  should  be  fil^d  on  or 
before  May  25, 1977.  Protests  will  be  con¬ 
sidered  by  the  Commission  in  determin¬ 
ing  the  appropriate  action  to  be  taken, 
but  will  not  serve  to  make  protestants 
parties  to  the  proceeding.  Anv  person 
wishing  to  become  a  party  must  file  a 
petition  to  intervene.  Ccpies  of  this  ap¬ 
plication  are  on  file  with  the  Commission 
and  are  available  for  public  inspection. 

Lois  D.  Cashell, 
Acting  Secretary. 

(FR  Doc.77-14253  FUed  6-18-77:8:45  am) 


(Docket  No.  RP77-521 
NORTHERN  NATURAL  GAS  CO. 
Petition  for  Extraordinary  Relief 

May  11,  1977. 

Take  notice  that  on  April  5,  1977, 
Northern  Natural  Gas  Company  (North¬ 
ern)  filed,  pursuant  to  Section  1.7(b) 
of  the  Commission’s  Rules  of  Practice 
and  Procedure,  a  petition  for  extraordi¬ 
nary  relief  seeking  Commission  au¬ 
thorization  to  provide  natural  gas  service 
to  its  existing  utility  customers  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  its  presently  effective 
Agricultural  C?rop  dicing  Service  Rate 
Schedule  ACDS-1.  Northern  se^  au¬ 
thorization  to  make  available,  on  a  best 
efforts  basis  volumes  of  gas  for  the  dry¬ 
ing  of  seed,  grain  and  other  agricultural 
crops  during  a  twelve  month  period 
commencing  with  the  date  of  the  order. 
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On  September  28.  1973,  the  Commis¬ 
sion  issued  an  Order  at  Docket  No. 
CP74-83  granting  extraordinary  relief 
permitting  Northern  to  provide  natural 
gas  service  to  its  existing  utility  ciis- 
tomers  pursuant  to  a  new  Agricultural 
Crop  Dryer  Service,  Rate  Schedule 
ACDS-1.  The  Commission  order  au¬ 
thorized  Northern  to  provide  natural 
gas  service  to  its  existing  utility  custom¬ 
ers  up  to  a  maximum  of  750,000  Mcf 
for  a  six  month  period.  Similar  aoproval 
has  been  granted  to  Northern  at  Docket 
No.  RP75-12-1.  Docket  No.  RP75-12-3. 
and  Docket  No.  RP76-105-1. 

Northern  estimates  that  it  will  have 
available  for  sale  under  the  ACDS-1 
Rate  Schedule  a  total  of  750.000  Mcf  for 
the  period  f^otember  15.  1977  through 
March  15.  1978.  Volumes  under  ACDS-1 
will  be  made  available  by  Northern  on  a 
best  efforts  basis  pursuant  to  advance 
operating  arrangements  cm  a  dailv  basis. 

Any  person  d**siring  to  be  heard  or  to 
protest  said  flUng  .should  file  a  petition 
to  Intervene  or  prote.st  with  the  Federal 
Power  Commission.  825  North  Caoitol 
Street  NE..  Washington.  D.C.  20426.  in 
accordance  with  Sections  1.8  and  1.10  of 
the  Commission’s  Rules  of  Practice  and 
Procedure  (18  CFR  1.8.  1.10).  All  such 
petitions  or  orotesta  .should  be  filed  cm  or 
before  Mav  31. 1977,  Protests  will  be  con¬ 
sidered  by  the  Commission  in  determin¬ 
ing  the  appropriate  action  to  be  taken, 
but  will  not  serve  to  make  the  Protes¬ 
tants  parties  to  the  prcxseeding.  Any  per¬ 
son  wishing  to  become  a  party  must  file 
a  petition  to  intervene.  Copies  of  this  fil¬ 
ing  are  on  file  with  the  Commission  and 
are  available  for  public  inspection. 

Lois  D.  Cashell. 

Acting  Secretary. 

I  PR  Doc.77-14275  Filed  6-18-77:8:45  am] 


(Docket  No.  ER77-334| 

PUBLIC  SERVICE  CO.  OF  OKLAHOMA 
Cancellations 

May  12.  1977. 

Take  notice  that  the  Public  Service 
Company  of  Oklahoma  (Oklahoma)  on 
April  29.  1977,  tendered  for  filing  two 
Cancellations:  (1)  Cancellation  of  a  Let¬ 
ter  Agreement  dated  October  20,  1971. 
between  Oklahoma  and  Associated  Elec¬ 
tronic  Cooperative  Inc.  (AEC),  Supple¬ 
ment  5  to  Rate  Schedule  FPC  186,  and 
(2)  Cancellation  of  a  Letter  Agreement 
dated  October  21,  1971.  between  Okla¬ 
homa  and  AEC,  Supplement  6  to  Rate 
Schedule  FPC  186.  Oklahoma  indicates 
that  these  Cancellations  are  to  be  effec¬ 
tive  as  of  May  31.  1977. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
protest  said  filing  should  file  a  petition 
to  intervene  or  protest  with  the  Federal 
Power  Commission,  825  North  Capitol 
Street  NE.,  Washington,  D.C.  20426,  in 
accordance  with  Sections  1.8  and  1.10 
of  the  Commission’s  Rules  of  Practice 
and  Procedure  (18  CFR  1.8  and  1.10). 
All  such  petitions  or  protests  should  be 
filed  cm  or  before  May  24,  1977.  Protests 
will  be  considered  by  the  Commission  in 
determining  the  appropriate  action  to 


be  taken,  but  will  not  serve  to  make  Pro¬ 
testants  parties  to  the  proceeding.  Any 
person  wishing  to  become  a  party  must 
file  a  petition  to  intervene.  Copies  of  this 
filing  are  on  file  with  the  Commission 
and  are  available  for  public  inspection. 

Lois  D.  Cashell, 
Acting  Secretary. 

I FR  Doc.77-14244  Filed  5-18-77:8:45  am) 


(Docket  No.  CP77-3661 

SEA  ROBIN  PIPEUNE  CO..  ET  AL. 

Application 

May  13,  1977. 

Take  notice  that  on  May  3.  1977,  Sea 
Robin  Pipeline  Compeuiy  (Sea  Robin), 
Columbia  Gas  Transmission  Corporation 
(Columbia  Gas),  and  Columbia  Gulf 
Transmission  Company  (Columbia  Gulf) 
filed  a  joint  appllcati(m  in  Docket  No. 
CP77-365  for  a  temporary  and  perma¬ 
nent  certificate  of  public  ccmvenience 
and  necessity  pursuant  to  Section  7(c) 
of  the  Natural  Gas  Act  requesting  au¬ 
thorization  to  effect  an  exchange  of  gas. 
Applicants  state  that  Columbia  Gulf,  as 
it  proposes  in  its  application  in  Docket 
No.  CP77-326,  will  transport  quantities 
of  gas  purchased  by  Sea  Robin  from 
Block  609  and  617  West  Cameron  Area 
through  its  own  system  and  by  using  its 
own  system  and  by  using  its  reserved  ca¬ 
pacity  in  the  Blue  Water  System,  and 
deliver  such  gas  to  Columbia  Gas.  for  the 
account  of  Sea  Robin,  at  the  outlet  side 
of  a  measuring  station  near  the  terminus 
of  the  Blue  Water  System  pipeline  near 
Egan,  Acadia  Parish,  Louisiana.  By 
means  of  this  application,  Columbia  Gas 
and  Sea  Robin  propose  to  exchange  ther¬ 
mally  equivalent  volumes  at  the  outlet 
side  of  Sea  Robin’s  measuring  station  at 
Erath,  Vermilion  Parish.  Louisiana,  and 
Egan,  Acadia  Parish,  Louisiana,  respec¬ 
tively.  Applicants  further  state  that  the 
exchange  of  the  gas  which  Columbia  Gulf 
transports  for  Sea  Robin,  as  specified 
above,  for  the  gas  which  Sea  Robin 
transports  for  Columbia  Gas,  imder  Sea 
Robin’s  Rate  Schedule  X-3,  will  be  on  a 
Btu  for  Btu  basis  and  that  no  new  facili¬ 
ties  will  be  required,  all  as  more  fully  set 
forth  in  the  application  which  is  on  file 
with  the  Commissi(m  and  open  to  pub¬ 
lic  inspection. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or 
to  make  any  protest  with  reference  to 
said  application,  on  or  before  June  1. 
1977,  should  file  with  the  Federal  Pow¬ 
er  Commission.  Washington.  D.C.  20426, 
a  petition  to  intervene  or  a  protest  in 
accordance  with  the  requirements  of  the 
Commission’s  Rules  of  Practice  and  Pro¬ 
cedure  (18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10).  All  protests 
filed  with  the  Commission  will  be  con¬ 
sidered  by  it  in  determining  the  appro¬ 
priate  action  to  be  taken,  but  will  not 
serve  to  make  the  protestants  parties  to 
the  proceeding.  Any  person  wishing  to 
become  a  party  to  a  proceeding,  or  to 
participate  as  a  party  in  any  hearing 
therein,  must  file  a  petition  to  intervene 
in  accordance  with  the  Commission’s 
Rules. 


Take  further  notice  that,  pursuant  to 
the  authority  contained  in  and  subject 
to  the  jurisdiction  conferred  upon  the 
Federal  Power  Commission  by  Sections 
7  and  15  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act  and  the 
Commission’s  Rules  of  Practice  and  Pro¬ 
cedure.  a  hearing  will  be  held  without 
further  notice  before  the  Commission 
on  this  application  if  no  petition  to  inter¬ 
vene  is  filed  within  the  time  required 
herein,  if  the  Commission  on  its  own 
review  of  the  matter  finds  that  a  grant 
of  the  certificate  is  required  by  the  pub¬ 
lic  convenience  and  necessity.  If  a  peti¬ 
tion  for  leave  to  intervene  is  timely  filed, 
or  if  the  Commission  on  its  own  motion 
believes  that  a  formal  hearing  is  re¬ 
quired.  further  notice  of  such  hearing 
will  be  duly  given. 

Under  the  procedure  herein  provided 
for.  unless  otherwise  advised,  it  will  be 
unnecessary  for  Applicant  to  appear  or 
be  represented  at  the  hearing. 

Lois  D.  Cashell. 

Acting  Secretary. 

I  FR  Doc .77- 14268  Filed  5-18-77:8:45  am) 


(Project  No.  1991 

SOUTH  CAROLINA  PUBLIC  SERVICE 
AUTHORITY 

Application  for  Use  of  Project  Lands  and 
Waters 

May  12, 1977. 

Public  notice  is  hereby  given  that  an 
application  was  filed  November  12.  1976, 
under  the  Federal  Power  Act,  16  U.S.C. 
S  791a  et  seq..  by  the  South  Carolina 
Public  Service  Authority  (Applicant) 
(Correspondence  to:  Mr.  William  C. 
Mescher,  President  and  Chief  Executive 
Officer,  South  Carolina  Public  Service 
Authority.  P.O.  Box  398,  Moncks  Comer, 
South  Carolina  29461:  and  to  Mr.  Ira 
M.  Grady.  Jr.,  P.O.  Box  685,  Moncks 
Corner,  South  Carolina  29461)  for  Com¬ 
mission  approval  to  authorize  the  ex¬ 
cavation  by  Mr.  Ira  M.  Grady,  Jr.,  of  a 
canal  30  feet  wide,  8  feet  deep  and  320 
feet  long,  with  a  30-f(X)t  by  50-foot  turn¬ 
ing  basin,  adjacent  to  Lot  No.  14,  Thorn- 
ley  Forest  II  subdivision,  located  on 
Lake  Moultrie,  near  Moncks  Corner. 
Berkeley  County,  South  Carolina. 

’The  purpose  of  the  prop)osed  canal  is 
to  allow  Mr.  Grady  private  access  to 
project  waters  in  Lake  Moultrie  for  rec¬ 
reational  use.  Approximately  2,800  cubic 
yards  of  material  would  be  excavated 
and  deposited  above  the  normal  high  wa¬ 
ter  level  (75.0'  m.sJ.)  in  a  30  by  280 
feet  area  on  Lessee’s  lot  adjacent  to  the 
proposal  canal. 

Applicant  has  requested  the  shortened 
procedure  provided  for  under  Section 
1.32(b)  of  the  Commission’s  Rules  of 
Practice  and  Procedure,  18  CFR  S  1.32(b) 
(1976). 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
make  any  protest  with  reference  to  said 
apolication  should,  on  or  before  June  20. 
1977.  file  with  the  Federal  Power  Com¬ 
mission,  825  N.  Capitol  St.  NE.,  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C.  20426,  a  petition  to  intervene 
or  a  protest  in  accordance  with  the  re¬ 
quirements  of  the  Commission’s  Rules 
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of  Practice  and  Procedure,  18  CPR  §  1.8 
or  §  1.10  (1976).  All  protests  filed  with 
the  Commission  will  be  considered  by  it 
in  determining  the  appropriate  action  to 
be  taken,  but  will  not  serve  to  make  the 
Protestants  parties  to  the  proceeding. 
Any  person  wishing  to  become  a  party 
in  any  hearing  therein  must  file  a  pe¬ 
tition  to  intervene  in  accordance  with 
the  Commission’s  Rtiles. 

Take  further  notice  that,  pursuant  to 
the  authority  contained  in  and  conferred 
upon  the  Federal  Power  Commission  by 
Sections  308  and  309  of  the  Federal 
Power  Act,  16  U.S.C.  §  825g  and  §  825h, 
and  the  Commission’s  Rules  of  Practice 
and  Procedure,  specifically  Section  1.32 
<b),  a  hearing  on  this  application  may 
be  held  before  the  Commission  without 
further  notice  if  no  issue  of  substance 
is  raised  by  any  request  to  be  heard,  pro¬ 
test,  or  petition  filed  subsequent  to  this 
notice  within  the  time  required  herein. 
If  an  issue  of  substance  is  so  raised,  fur* 
ther  notice  of  hearing  will  be  given. 

Under  the  shortened  procedure  herein 
provided  for,  unless  otherwise  advised,  it 
will  not  be  necessary  for  Applicant  to 
appear  or  be  represented  at  the  hear¬ 
ing  before  the  Commission. 

ITie  application  is  on  file  with  the 
Commission  and  is  available  for  public 
inspection. 

Lois  D.  Cashell, 
Acting  Secretary. 

|FR  Doc.77-14240  PUed  5-18-77:8:45  amj 

I  Project  No.  199] 

SOUTH  CAROLINA  PUBLIC  SERVICE 
AUTHORITY 

Application  for  Use  of  Project  Lands  and 
Waters 

May  12.  1977. 

Public  notice  is  hereby  given  that  an 
application  was  filed  on  March  24,  1977. 
under  the  Federal  Power  Act,  16  UJS.C. 

?  791a  et.  seq.,  by  the  South  Carolina 
Public  Service  Authority  (Applicant) 
•Correspondence  to:  Mr.  William  C. 
Mescher,  President  and  Chief  Executive 
Officer,  South  Carolina  Public  Service 
Authority,  P.O.  Box  398,  Moncks  Corner, 
South  Carolina  29461;  and  to  Mr.  Dale 
P.  Gregg,  Ware  Brothers  Investment 
Comprainy,  P.O.  Box  626,  Moncks  Comer, 
South  Carolina  29461)  for  Conunission 
approval  to  authorize  the  use  of  project 
lands  and  waters  for  the  development 
of  a  proposed  public  recreational  project 
to  be  located  on  the  west  side  of  the  tail- 
race  canal  below  the  Pinopolis  Dam  of 
Project  No.  199,  and  adjacent  to  U.S. 
Highway  52.  approximately  two  miles 
east  of  Moncks  Comer,  Berkeley  Coun¬ 
ty,  South  Carolina. 

The  proposed  recreational  develop¬ 
ment  would  be  a  public  marina  to  be 
constructed  by  Ware  Brothers  Invest¬ 
ment  Company  on  a  28.7  acre  tract 
leased  or  proposed  to  be  leased  from 
the  Applicant.  The  immediate  develop- 
m«it  plans  would  include  the  construc¬ 
tion  of  an  entrance  canal,  boat  ramp, 
boat  lift,  45  wet  storage  stolls,  parking 
area,  and  a  facilities  area  to  include  a 


snack  and  tackle  shop  and  dry  boat  stor¬ 
age  area.  The  entrance  channel  would 
be  40-feet  by  1,800-feet  to  be  cut 
through  a  hardwood  swamp.  AiH>rox- 
imately  13,400  cubic  yards  of  the  ex¬ 
cavated  material  would  be  placed  on  a 
one-acre  tract  of  wetlands.  An  addition¬ 
al  54,000  cubic  yards  of  excavated 
material  will  be  deposited  in  a  200'  x 
2,700'  non-wetland  area.  Future  devel¬ 
opment  (outside  the  project  boundary) 
may  include  a  motel,  service  station,  and 
facilities  for  camping,  swimming,  ten¬ 
nis,  par  3  golf  course  and  a  baseball 
field. 

Ware  Brothers  have  received  condi¬ 
tioned  permits  from  the  U.S.  Corps  of 
Engineers,  the  State  of  South  Carolina 
State  Budget  and  Control  Board,  and 
the  South  Carolina  Department  of 
Health  and  Environmental  Control,  as 
well  as  letters  of  aiHiroval  with  attached 
provisions  from  the  U.S.  Department  of 
Interior,  the  U.S.  Environmental  Protec¬ 
tion  Agency  and  the  South  Carolina 
Wildlife  and  Marine  Resources  Depart¬ 
ment. 

Applicant  has  requested  the  shortened 
procedure  provided  for  under  Section 
1.32(b)  of  the  Cwnmission’s  Rules  of 
Practice  and  Procedure.  18  CPR  §  1.32 
(b)  (1976). 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
make  any  protest  with  reference  to  said 
application  should,  on  or  befOTe  June  20, 
19'77,  file  with  the  Federal  Power  C<Mn- 
mission,  825  North  Capitol  Street,  NE.. 
Washington,  D.C.  20426,  a  petition  to 
intervene  or  a  protest  in  accordance 
with  the  requirements  of  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  Rules  of  Practice  and  Procedure. 
18  CFR  §  1.8  or  S  1.10  (1976).  All  protests 
filed  with  the  Commission  will  be  con¬ 
sidered  by  it  in  determining  the  appro¬ 
priate  action  to  be  taken,  but  will  not 
serve  to  make  the  protestants  parties  to 
the  proceeding.  Any  person  wishing  to 
become  a  party  in  any  hearing  therein 
must  file  a  petition  to  intervene  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  the  Commission’s  Rules. 

Take  further  notice  that,  pursuant  to 
the  authority  contained  in  and  conferred 
upon  the  Federal  Power  Commission  by 
Sections  308  and  309  of  the  Federal  Power 
Act.  16  U.S.C.  S  825g  and  «  825h,  and  the 
Commission’s  Rules  of  Practice  and 
Procedure,  specifically  Section  1.32(b). 
a  hearing  on  this  application  may  be  held 
before  the  Commission  without  further 
notice  if  no  issue  of  substance  is  raised 
by  any  request  to  be  heard,  protest,  or 
petition  filed  subsequent  to  this  notice 
within  the  time  required  herein.  If  an 
issue  of  substance  is  so  raised,  further 
notice  of  hearing  will  be  given. 

Under  the  shortened  procedure  herein 
provided  for,  imless  otherwise  advised, 
it  will  not  be  necessary  for  Applicant  to 
appear  or  be  represented  at  the  hearing 
before  the  Commission. 

The  application  is  on  file  with  the 
Commission  and  is  available  for  public 
inspection. 

Lois  D.  Cashell, 
Acting  Secretary. 

|FR  Doc.77-14241  Piled  5-18-77:8:45  am] 


I  Project  No.  199] 

SOUTH  CAROLINA  PUBLIC  SERVICE 
AUTHORITY 

Application  for  Usa  of  Project  Lands  and 
Waters 

May  12.  1977. 

Public  notice  is  hereby  given  that  an 
application  was  filed  on  October  14, 1976, 
under  the  Federal  Power  Act,  16  U.S.C. 
S  791  et.  seq.,  by  the  South  Carolina  Pub¬ 
lic  Service  Authority  (Applicant)  (Cor¬ 
respondence  to:  Mr.  William  C.  Mescher, 
President  and  Chief  Executive  Officer, 
South  Carolina  Public  Service  Authority, 
P.O.  Box  398,  Moncks  Comer,  South 
Carolina  29461;  and  to  Mr.  H.  B.  Ricken- 
baker,  c/o  Rogers,  Riggs  &  Rickenbaker, 
Attorneys  at  Law,  23  West  Boyce  Street, 
Manning,  South  Carolina  29102)  for 
Commission  approval  to  authorize  (1) 
the  permanent  connection  of  3  con¬ 
structed  canals  with  project  lands  and 
waters,  and  (2)  the  extension  of  two  of 
the  three  aforementioned  canals. 

The  three  canals,  constructed  in  1973 
and  1974  without  prior  Commission  au¬ 
thorization,  extend  off  the  Lizzie  Creek 
Arm  of  Wyboo  Creek,  Lake  Marion, 
Clarendon  County,  South  Carolina,  ap¬ 
proximately  4.5  miles  south  of  Davis 
Station.  Canal  I  is  approximately  80  feet 
wide  and  760  feet  long  on  Mr.  Ricken- 
baker’s  property,  and  averages  90  feet 
wide  and  180  feet  long  on  Applicant’s 
property  within  the  project  boundary. 
No  extension  of  this  canal  is  proposed 
by  the  application.  Canal  n  is  "L”  shaped 
and  is  approximately  80  feet  wide  and 
1,300  feet  long  on  Mr.  Rickenbaker’s 
property.  The  entrance  section  on  Appli¬ 
cant’s  land  within  the  project  boundary 
is  130  feet  long  and  varies  in  width  from 
90  feet  to  270  feet.  The  application  seeks 
to  extend  this  canal  approximately  500 
feet  at  a  90-foot  width.  Canal  HI  is  ap¬ 
proximately  500  feet  long  and  ICO  feet 
wide  on  Mr.  Rickenbaker’s  land.  An  en¬ 
trance  section  on  Ai^ilicant’s  land  with¬ 
in  the  project  boundary  is  approximately 
110  feet  wide  and  100  feet  long.  A  500 
foot  extension  of  this  canal  is  requested. 

By  order  issued  March  13,  1975,  the 
Commission  consolidated  into  the  hear¬ 
ing  ordered  on  the  Applicant’s  applica¬ 
tion  for  a  new  license  for  Project  No.  199, 
a  complaint  filed  by  James  H.  Quacken- 
bush  on  behalf  of  W.  T.  Jones  and  the 
Society  for  Law  &  EciHogy  for  Wyboo. 
That  ccmiplaint  alleged  that  Illegal 
dredging  operations  were  taking  place  in 
Lizzie  Creek.  Such  dredging  operations 
were  allegedly  ruining  recreational  ac¬ 
tivities  on  that  body  of  water.  As  indi¬ 
cated.  supra,  the  application  concerning 
the  canals  referred  to  in  the  complaint 
was  subsequently  filed  by  the  Applicant 
on  behalf  of  Mr.  Rickenbaker. 

The  purpose  of  the  canals,  and  the  re¬ 
quested  extensions  thereto,  is  to  permit 
the  development  of  a  residential  subdivi¬ 
sion  on  lands  owned  by  Mr.  Rickenbaker. 
Maps  furnished  with  the  application 
depict  thirty-four  proposed  lots  ad¬ 
jacent  to  canals  Nos.  1  and  2.  Elach  lot 
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would  be  more  than  0.60  acre  in  area,  in* 
eluding  land  to  be  leased  from  the  Ap¬ 
plicant.  Similar  development  is  proposed 
along  proposed  canal  extensions. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
make  any  protest  with  reference  to  said 
application  should,  on  or  before  June  20. 
1977,  file  with  the  Federal  Power  Com¬ 
mission,  825  North  Capitol  Street.  NE.. 
Washington,  D.C.  20426,  a  petition  to 
intervene  or  a  protest  in  accordance  with 
the  requirements  of  the  Commission’s 
Rules  of  Practice  and  Procedure.  18  CFR 
$  1.8  or  S  1.10  (1976).  All  protests  filed 
with  the  Commission  will  be  considered 
by  it  in  determining  the  appropriate 
action  toT)e  taken,  but  will  not  serve  to 
make  the  protestants  tjarties  to  the  pro¬ 
ceeding.  Any  person  wishing  to  become  a 
party  in  any  hearing  therein  must  file 
a  petitiem  to  intervene  in  accordance 
with  the  Commission's  rules 

The  application  is  cm  file  with  the 
Commission  and  is  available  for  public 
inspection. 

Lois  D.  Cashe^l. 

Aettno  Secretary. 

I  PR  Doc.77-1424a  Plied  6-18-77;8:45  am| 


I  Project  No.  109) 

SOUTH  CAROLINA  PUBLIC  SERVICE 
AUTHORITY 

Application  for  Use  of  Project  Lands  and 
Waters 

Mat  12.  1977. 

Public  notice  is  hereby  given  that  an 
application  was  filed  on  November  2. 
1976,  under  the  Federal  Power  Act.  16 
U.S.C.  S  791a  et  seq.,  by  the  South  Caro¬ 
lina  Public  Service  Authority  (Appli¬ 
cant)  (Correspondence  to:  Mr.  William 
C.  Mescher,  President  and  Chief  Execu¬ 
tive  Officer.  South  Carolina  Public  Serv¬ 
ice  Authority.  P.O.  Box  398,  Moncks  Cor¬ 
ner.  South  Carolina  29461;  and  to  Mr. 
Johnny  M.  James.  %  Land  and  Harness, 
Attorneys  at  Law,  23  South  Mill  Street, 
Manning,  South  Carolina  291C2)  for 
Commission  approval  to  authorize  the 
permanent  connection  of  a  constructed 
canal  approximately  120  feet  wide  by 
300  feet  in  length  across  lands  owned  by 
the  Applicant  within  the  project  bound¬ 
ary  of  Santee-Cooper  Project  No.  199. 
That  portion  of  the  canal  off  project 
lands  is  approximately  65  feet  wide  and 
1,050  feet  in- length.  The  canal  is  on 
the  southeast  side  of  the  Dean  Swamp 
Impoundment  (Wyboo  Creek)  in  Claren¬ 
don  County,  South  Carolina.  The  canal, 
excavated  in  1976,  follows  the  natural 
flow  of  McCoy’s  Branch,  a  perennial 
stream  and  minor  tributary  to  the  Dean 
Swamp  Impoirndment. 

As  indicated,  the  purpose  of  the  re¬ 
quested  approval  is  to  authorize  the  coor 
nection  of  the  James  Canal  with  project 
lands  and  waters  In  the  D«m  Swamp 
Impoundment.  Mr.  James  has  subdivided 
his  land  along  the  canal  on  his  property 
into  eleven  waterfront  residential  lots 
for  sale  to  the  public.  Each  lot  contains 
more  than  30.000  square  feet  and  each 
will  be  served  by  a  separate  well  and 
septic  tank. 


During  construction  of  the  canal,  and 
subsequent  thereto,  tlie  James  canal  wa¬ 
ters  were  separated  from  project  waters 
by  an  earthen  plug  located  on  Mr.  James’ 
land.  The  plug  was  later  removed  with¬ 
out  prior  Commission  approval,  caus¬ 
ing  commingling  of  canal  and  project 
waters.  By  order  issued  September  24. 

1976,  the  Commission  directed  the  Ap¬ 
plicant  to  reinstall  the  earthen  plug  at 
the  entrance  to  the  canal  on  project 
lands.  After  Mr.  James’  application  was 
filed,  this  order  was  later  modified  to 
require  a  temporary  barrier.  Currently, 
Mr.  James  has  erected  a  fence  across  the 
canal  pending  Commission  action  on  his 
application. 

Applicant  has  requested  the  shortened 
procedure  provided  for  under  Section 
1.32(b)  of  the  Commission’s  Rules  of 
Practice  and  Procedure.  18  C.FJl.  §  1.32 
(b)  (1976). 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
make  any  protest  with  reference  to  said 
application  should,  on  or  before  June  20. 

1977,  file  with  the  Federal  Power  Com¬ 
mission.  825  N.  Capitol  St.  NE.,  Wash¬ 
ington.  D.C.  20426,  a  petition  to  intervene 
or  a  protest  in  accordance  with  the  re¬ 
quirements  of  the  Commission’s  Rules  of 
Practice  and  Procedure.  18  C.P.R.  §  1.8  or 
$  1.10  (1976).  All  protests  filed  with  the 
Commission  will  be  considered  by  it  in 
determining  the  appropriate  action  to  be 
taken,  but  will  not  serve  to  make  the  pro¬ 
testants  parties  to  the  proceeding.  Any 
person  wishing  to  become  a  party  in  any 
hearing  therein  must  file  a  petition  to  in¬ 
tervene  in  accordance  with  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  Rules. 

Take  further  notice  that,  pursuant  to 
the  authority  contained  in  and  conferred 
upon  the  Federal  Power  Commission  by 
Sections  308  and  309  of  the  Federal 
Power  Act.  16  U.S.C.  i  825g  and  S  825h. 
and  the  Commission’s  Rules  of  Practice 
and  Procedure,  specifically  Sectiem  1.32 
(b).  a  hearing  cm  this  application  may 
be  held  before  the  Commissiem  without 
further  notice  if  no  issue  of  substance  is 
raised  by  any  request  to  be  heard,  pro¬ 
test.  or  petition  filed  subsequent  to  this 
notice  within  the  time  required  herein. 
If  an  issue  of  substance  is  so  raised,  fur¬ 
ther  notice  of  hearing  wrill  be  given. 

Under  the  shortened  procedure  herein 
provided  for,  unless  otherwise  advised, 
it  will  not  be  necessary  for  Applicant  to 
appear  or  be  represented  at  the  hearing 
before  the  Commission. 

The  application  is  on  file  with  the 
Commission  and  is  available  for  public 
inspection. 

Lois  D.  Cashell. 

Acting  Secretary. 

(PR  DOC.T7-14245  Plied  5-18-77:8:46  am) 


(Docket  No.  RP78-22) 

SOUTH  GEORGIA  NATURAL  GAS  CO. 
Revision  to  Rates 

Mat  13.  1977. 

Take  notice  that  on  April  25.  1977, 
South  Georgia  .Natural  Gas  C(Hnpany 
(South  Georgia)  tendered  for  •filing 
Third  Revised  Sheet  No.  4  to  its  FPC  Gas 
Tariff,  First  Revised  Volume  No.  1. 


South  Georgia  states  that  the  above 
tariff  sheet  and  its  filing  represents  com¬ 
pliance  with  the  Commission’s  Order  is¬ 
sued  March  25.  1977,  in  Docket  No. 
RP76-22,  particularly  Ordering  Para¬ 
graphs  (B)  and  (C).of  said  order.  An 
effective  date  of  March  25.  1977  is  re¬ 
quested. 

Any  pierson  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
protest  said  application  should  file  a 
petition  to  intervene  or  protest  w'ith  the 
Federal  Power  Commission.  825  North 
Capitol  Street  NE..  Washington.  D.C. 
20426.  in  accordance  with  Sections  1.8 
and  1.10  of  the  Commission’s  Rules  of 
Practice  and  Procedure  (18  CFR  1.8, 
1.10).  All  such  petitions  or  protests 
should  be  filed  on  or  before  March  23, 
1977.  Protests  will  be  considered  by  the 
Commission  in  determining  the  appro¬ 
priate  action  to  be  taken,  but  will  not 
serve  to  make  protestants  parties  to  the 
proceeding.  Any  person  wishing  to  be¬ 
come  a  party  must  file  a  petition  to  in¬ 
tervene.  Copies  of  this  application  are  on 
file  with  the  Commission  and  are  avail¬ 
able  for  public  inspection. 

Lois  D.  Cashell. 

Acting  Secretary. 

I FR  Doc.77-14269  Piled  5-18-77;8:45  am) 


(Docket  No.  RP77-59| 

SOUTH  TEXAS  NATURAL  GAS  GATHERING 
CO. 

Filing  of  Proposed  Changes  in  FPC  Gas 
Rates 

Mat  13.  1977. 

Take  notice  that  South  Texas  Natural 
Gas  Gathering  Company,  on  April  29. 
1977,  tendered  for  filing  proposed 
changes  in  its  FE*C  Gas  Rate  Schedule 
Nos.  1  and  2  to  be  effective  June  1,  1977. 

The  proposed  changes  would  increase 
revenues  from  jurisdictional  sales  by 
$2,746,857  based  on  the  test  period  con¬ 
sisting  of  the  twelve  months  ended  De¬ 
cember  31, 1976,  adjusted  for  known  and 
measurable  changes  through  September 
30.  1977. 

South  Texas  states  that  the  increased 
rates  are  required  to  refiect  declining 
natural  gas  producUcm  from  dedicated 
reserves. 

Aiu'  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
protest  said  filing  should  file  a  petitiim 
to  intervene  or  protest  with  the  Federal 
Power  Commission,  825  Nc»‘th  Capitol 
Street  NE.,  Washington,  D.C.  20426,  in 
accordance  with  Sections  1.8  and  1.10  ol 
the  Commission’s  Rules  of  Practice  and 
Procedure  (18  CFR  1.8,  1.10).  All  such 
petitions  or  protests  should  be  filed  on  or 
before  May  25, 1977.  Protests  wrill  be  con¬ 
sidered  by  the  Commission  in  determin¬ 
ing  the  appropriate  action  to  be  taken, 
but  will  not  serve  to  make  protestants 
parties  to  the  proceeding.  Any  person 
wishing  to  become  a  party  must  file  a 
petitiem  to  intervene.  Copies  of  this  filing 
are  on  file  with  the  Commission  and  are 
available  for  public  Inspection. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

(PR  Doc.77-14276  Piled  6-18-77:8:45  am) 
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(Docket  Nos.  CP68-166,  et  al.] 

TENNESSEE  GAS  PIPELINE  CO.,  DIVISION 
OF  TENNECO  INC. 

Petition  To  Amend 

May  11, 1977. 

Take  notice  that  on  April  29,  1977, 
Tennessee  Gas  Pipeline  Company,  Divi¬ 
sion  of  Tenneco  Inc.  (Petiticmer)  Ten- 
neco  Building.  Houston,  Texas  77002, 
filed  in  Docket  Nos.  CP68-166,  et  al.  a 
petition  to  amend  the  Commission’s 

order  of  December  2, 1975  (54  PPC - ) , 

issued  in  the  instant  dockets  pursuant 
to  Section  7(c)  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act 
so  as  to  authorize  a  revision  of  the  daily 
volumes  limits  of  natiu'al  gas  delivered 
to  the  Berkshire  Gas  Company  (Berk¬ 
shire),  all  as  more  fully  set  forth  in 
the  petition  to  amend  which  is  on  file 
with  the  Commission  and  open  to  public 
inspection. 

Petitioner  indicates  that  on  Decem¬ 
ber  2,  1975,  it  was  authorized  to  render 
gas  service  to  Berkshire  under  Peti¬ 
tioner’s  Rate  Schedule  CD-6  pursuant 
to  a  gas  sale  contract  dated  July  24, 
1975,  between  the  two  parties.  Under 
the  terms  of  said  contract  Petitioner 
sells  and  delivers  a  contracted  demand 
of  up  to  19.948  Mcf  of  natural  gas  per 
day  to  Berkshire,  and  Berkshire  pur¬ 
chases  and  receives  the  subject  gas  at 
four  delivery  points,  it  is  said.  Applicant 
indicates  that  such  contract  provided  for 
Berkshire  to  receive  its  gas  from  Peti¬ 
tioner  at  four  delivery  points  in  Mas¬ 
sachusetts  with  the  following  daily 
volume  limits  bv  delivery  points: 

Daily  volume 


Delivery  point:  limits 

Pittsfield .  7,786 

North  Adams _  6. 324 

Stockbridge  _  1,938 

Greenfield _  3. 900 


Total  .  19.948 


By  this  amendment  Petitioner  pro¬ 
poses  to  render  natural  gas  service  to 
Berkshire  pursuant  to  a  precedent  agree¬ 
ment  dated  March  25,  1977,  between  the 
two  parties.  Petitioner  states  that  under 
this  proposed  new  gas  sales  contract  a 
revision  in  the  daily  volume  limits  by  de¬ 
livery  points  is  proposed  as  follows: 

Revised  daily 

Delivery  point :  volume  limits 

Pittsfield .  10.000 

North  Adams _  10. 000 

Stockbridge  _  6, 000 

Greenfield _  3,900 

Total  . 28,900 

Petitioner  states  that  Beiicshire  has 
requested  these  new  delivery  point  daily 
volume  limits  in  order  to  provide  it  with 
operational  flexibility  among  delivery 
points.  It  is  indicated  that  the  total  of 
the  revised  daily  volume  limits  exceeds 
Berkshire’s  contracted  demand  of  19,948, 
and  that  under  the  instant  proposal 
Berkshire  would  not  be  entitled  to  take 
on  any  day  a  total  volume  at  all  deliv¬ 
ery  points  greater  than  its  presently  ef¬ 
fective  contracted  demand  of  19,948  Mcf 
of  natural  gas  per  day.  Petitioner  fur¬ 
ther  states  that  the  proposed  increase 


in  the  volumes  of  gas  delivered  to  Berk¬ 
shire  at  the  four  delivery  points  would 
not  allow  Berkshire  to  exceed  its  annual 
volumetric  limitation  or  its  curtailment 
period  quantity  entitlement,  and  that 
these  increases  are  based  (m  Berkshire’s 
existing  high  priority  cust(»ner  needs. 

It  is  stated  that  Berkshire  requests 
these  increases  for  the  following  rea¬ 
sons: 

1.  The  Greenfield  Service  Area  is  pres¬ 
ently  being  served  by  pipeline  natural 
gas  from  Petitioner  as  well  as  by  a  22- 
mile  6-inch  lateral  line  from  Bay  State’s 
Northampton  area.  With  this  supply  and 
a  proposed  new  LNG  plant,  this  service 
area  will  have  an  adequate  amount  of 
natural  gas  and  Berkshire  has  not  re¬ 
quested  any  increase  in  this  area. 

2.  The  Stockbridge  Service  Area  (Sec¬ 
ondary  Station  to  the  Pittsfield  Service 
Area)  currently  has  a  dally  volume  limit 
of  1,938  Mcf  with  a  peak  load  require¬ 
ment  of  3,000  Mcf.  At  the  present  time, 
propane-air  is  flowing  from  the  Pittsfield 
Service  Area  to  supplement  the  Stock- 
bridge  Service  Area.  By  raising  the  daily 
volume  limit  to  5,000  Mcf,  all  of  the  peak 
load  requirements  would  be  met  utilizing 
pipeline  natural  gas.  The  remaining 
2,000  Mcf  over  peak  load  requirements 
at  Stockbridge  would  then  be  utilized  by 
back-feeding  into  the  Pittsfield  Service 
Area  enabling  Berkshire  to  supplement 
the  Pittsfield  Service  Area  with  pipeline 
gas.  The  existing  pix^ne-alr  facilities 
would  be  maintained  for  emergency  pur¬ 
poses. 

3.  ’Hie  Pittsfield  Sendee  Area  current¬ 
ly  has  a  daily  volume  limit  of  7,786  Mcf 
with  a  peak  load  requirement  of  13,000 
Mcf.  *1710  difference  is  supplemented 
with  propane-air  which  also  flows  into 
the  Stockbridge  Service  Area.  By  raising 
the  daily  volume  limit  to  10,000  Mcf  and 
by  utilizing  a  proposed  new  LNG  facility, 
the  total  requirements  for  the  Pittsfield 
Service  Area  would  be  met  without  the 
use  of  more  expensive  propane-air. 
Should  the  proposed  LNG  facility  be  shut 
down  for  any  reason,  Berkshire  could 
back -off  its  other  service  areas  dally  vol¬ 
ume  limits,  utilize  the  10,000  Mcf  and 
supplement  with  the  more  expensive  pro¬ 
pane-air  facilities  at  each  of  the  Service 
Areas  including  Pittsfield. 

4.  The  North  Adams  Service  Area  ciu"- 
ren+’v  has  a  dailv  volume  limit  of  6,324 
Mcf  with  a  peak  load  requirement  of 
10,000  Mcf.  By  increasing  the  daily  vol¬ 
ume  limit  to  10,000  Mcf.  all  of  the  peak 
load  requirements  for  the  North  Adams 
Service  Area  would  be  met  utilizing  pipe¬ 
line  natural  gas.  The  existing  propane- 
air  facilities  would  be  maintained  for 
emergency  purposes. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to  ' 
make  any  protest  with  reference  to  said 
petition  to  amend  should  on  or  before 
June  1,  1977  file  with  the  Federal  Power 
Commission.  Washington,  D.C.  20426,  a 
petition  to  intervene  or  a  protest  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  the  requirements  of  the 
Commission’s  Rules  of  Practice  and  Pro¬ 
cedure  (18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10)  and  the 
Regulations  under  the  Natural  Gas  Act 
(18  CFR  157.10).  All  protests  filed  with 


the  Commission  will  be  considered  by  it 
in  determining  the  appropriate  action  to 
be  taken  but  will  not  serve  to  make  the 
Protestants  parties  to  the  proceeding. 
Any  person  wishing  to  become  a  party 
to  a  proceeding  or  to  participate  as  a 
party  in  any  hearing  therein  must  file  a 
petition  to  intervene  in  accordance  with 
the  Commission’s  Rules. 

Lois  D.  Cashell, 
Acting  Secretary. 

(PR  Doc.77-14246  Piled  8-18-77:3;45  am) 


(Docket  No.  ER77-247| 

VIRGINIA  ELECTRIC  AND  POWER  CO. 

Revised  Contract  Supplement 

May  12.  1977. 

Take  notice  that  cn  April  27, 1977,  Vir¬ 
ginia  Electric  and  Power  Company 
(VEPCO)  tendered  for  filing  a  revised 
supplement  to  the  contract  between 
VETCO  and  Halifax  Electric  Member¬ 
ship  Corporation.  VEPCO  states  that  the 
revised  contract  supplement  corrects 
certain  items  to  reflect  changes  made  in 
the  past  at  Enfield  Delivery  Point  as  set 
forth  below: 


Present 

Proposed 

Hem  corrected 

FPC  No. 

FPC  No. 

91-5 

91-19 

4. 5(3), 8 

VEPCO  states  that  the  revised  con¬ 
tract  supplement  is  intended  to  super¬ 
sede  the  listed  FPC  Rate  Schedule  and 
requests  that  the  Commission’s  notice 
requirements  be  waived  so  that  the  re¬ 
vised  supplement  may  become  effective 
on  November  24,  1976,  the  requested 
effective  date. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
protest  said  filing  should  file  a  petition  to 
intervene  or  protest  with  the  Federal 
Power  Commission,  825  North  Capitol 
Street  NE.,  Washington,  D.C.  20426,  in 
accordance  with  sections  1.8  and  1.10  of 
the  Commission’s  Rules  of  Practice  and 
Procedure  (18  CFR  1.8  and  1.10).  All 
such  petitions  or  protests  should  be  filed 
on  or  before  May  23,  1977.  Protests  will 
be  considered  by  the  Commission  in  de¬ 
termining  the  appropriate  action  to  be 
taken,  but  will  not  serve  to  make  Pro¬ 
testants  parties  to  the  proceeding.  Any 
person  wishing  to  become  a  party  must 
file  a  petition  to  intervene.  Copies  of  this 
filing  are  on  file  with  the  Commission 
and  are  available  for  public  inspection. 

Lois  D.  Cashell, 
Acting  Secretary. 

I  PR  Doc.77-14248  Piled  6-18-77:8:45  ami 


•  (Docket  No.  ER77-3391 

WEST  TEXAS  UTILITIES  CO. 

Tariff  Change 

May  10, 1977. 

Take  notice  that  West  Texas  Utilities 
Company  (Tex)  on  May  2, 1977,  tendered 
for  filing  proposed  changes  in  its  FPC 
Electric  Service  Tariff,  Rate  Schedule 
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CPS-77.  Tex  indicAtes  that  the  proposed 
changes  would  increase  revenues  from 
Jurisdictional  sales  and  service  by 
$392,533  based  on  the  12  month  period 
ending  May  31, 1978. 

Tex  further  indicates  that  it  presently 
is  earning  a  rate  of  return  of  7.12%  on 
the  wholesale  service  to  Community 
Publice  Service  Company  based  on  book 
figures  based  on  the  12  months  ended 
December  31,  1976  and  for  the  12 
months  ending  May  31,  1978,  it  is  esti¬ 
mated  that  this  rate  of  return  will  de¬ 
crease  to  5.63%  without  relief.  Tex  states 
that  the  prc^Kjsed  changes  modify  the 
fuel  adjustment  clause  to  conform  with 
the  requirements  of  35.14  and  also  revises 
other  charges  to  more  accurately  reflect 
the  cost  of  service. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
protest  said  application  should  file  a 
petition  to  intervene  or  protest  with  the 
Federal  Power  Commission,  825  North 
Capitol  Street  NE.,  Washington,  D.C. 
20426,  in  accordance  with  Sections  1.8 
and  1.10  of  the  Cmnmission’s  rules  of 
practice  and  procedure  (18  CJFR  1.8, 
1.10).  All  such  petitions  or  protests 
should  be  filed  on  or  before  May  25, 1977. 
Protests  will  be  considered  by  the  C<«n- 
mlssion  in  determining  the  appropriate 
action  to  be  taken,  but  will  not  serve  to 
make  protestants  parties  to  the  proceed¬ 
ing.  Any  person  wishing  to  become  a 
party  must  file  a  petition  to  intervene. 
Copies  of  this  application  are  on  file  with 
the  Commission  and  are  available  for 
public  inspection. 

Lois  D.  Cashell, 
Acting  Secretary. 

|FB  Doc.77-14247  FUed  6-18-77:8:45  am) 

FEDERAL  RESERVE  SYSTEM 
CONSUMER  ADVISORY  COUNCIL 
Meeting 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  Con¬ 
sumer  Advisory  Council  will  meet  on 
Thursday,  June  2,  1977.  The  meeting, 
which  will  be  open  to  public  observa¬ 
tion,  will  take  place  in  the  Board  Room 
of  the  Main  Federal  Reserve  Building 
beginning  at  9:30  a.m.  and  concluding 
at  approximately  4  p.m.  The  Board 
Building  is  located  at  20th  Street  and 
Constitution  Avenue,  NW.,  Washington. 
DC. 

The  Council’s  function  is  to  advise  the 
Board  on  the  exercise  of  the  Board’s  re¬ 
sponsibilities  with  regard  to  consumer 
credit  legislation  and  regulation.  It  is 
anticipated  that  the  June  2  meeting  of 
the  Council  will  include  consideration  of 
the  following  topics; 

I.  Task  Force  Reports.  Two  Consumer 
Advisory  Council  task  forces  (one  in  St. 
Louis  and  one  in  Washington,  D.C.) 
have  visited  with  industry  and  consumer 
representatives  and  will  report  on  prob¬ 
lems  under  ’Truth  in  Lending  and  Equal 
Credit  Opportunity  Acts  which  indicate 
need  for  changing  Regulations  Z  or  B 
or  the  respective  laws. 

II.  Simplification  of  Truth  in  Lending. 

A.  Board  proix>sals  for  simplification 

of  Regulation  Z.  approved  by  the  Board 


April  25  for  issuance  for  comment,  will 
be  explained  and  discussed. 

B.  Council  members’  views  will  be 
solicited  <m  pending  Truth  in  Lending 
simplification  bills. 

C.  Council  members’  views  will  be 
solicited  on  a  draft  Truth  in  Lending 
Act  being  prepared  by  Board  staff. 

TTT  Federal  Trade  Commission  Im¬ 
provement  Act. 

A.  ^‘Unfair  or  deceptive”  banking  €u:ts 
and  practices.  Council  members’  views 
will  ^  solicited  on  potential  unfair  or 
deceptive  acts  and  practices  by  banks 
on  .methods  of  investigating  those  acts 
and  practices. 

B.  Holder  in  due  course.  A  report  on 
the  status  of  the  Board’s  proposal  and  of 
the  FTC  propx)sed  tradq  regulation  rule 
on  this  subject. 

IV.  The  following  issues  will  also  be 
discussed  as  time  pormits: 

A.  Continuation  of  previous  council 
concerns.  Staff  reports  on  the  status 
of  Issues  previously  considered  by  the 
Coimcil. 

B.  Consumer  aspects  of-electronic  fund 
transfers.  Review  of  interim  repxirt  of 
National  Commission  on  EFT  with  p>ar- 
ticular  attentimi  to  liability  limits  for 
debit  cards,  distribution  of  imsolicited 
debit  cards,  and  treatment  of  EFT  trans¬ 
actions  as  either  check  or  credit  trans¬ 
actions. 

C.  Member  bank  compliance  with  con¬ 
sumer  laws.  Discussion  of  the  Board’s 
new  compliance  and  member  bank  edu¬ 
cation  program. 

D.  Open  discussion.  Any  additional 
topics  which  Council  members  would  like 
to  discuss. 

Information  with  regard  to  this  meet¬ 
ing  may  be  obtained  from  Mr.  Joseph  R. 
Coyne,  Assistant  to  the  Board,  at  (202> 
452-3204. 

Board  of  Governors,  May  17,  1977. 

Theodore  E.  Allison, 
Secretary  of  the  Board. 

(FR  Doc.77-14472  FUed  5-18-77:8:46  am| 


GENERAL  ACCOUNTING  OFFICE 

REGULATORY  REPORTS  REVIEW 
Receipt  of  Repiort  Proposal 

The  following  request  for  clearance 
of  a  repiort  intended  for  use  in  collect¬ 
ing  information  from  the  public  was  re¬ 
ceived  by  the  Regulatory  RepxHts  Re¬ 
view  Staff,  OAO,  on  May  13, 1977.  See  44 
U,S.C.  3512  (c)  and  (d).  ’The  purpiose  of 
publishing  this  notice  in  the  Federal 
Register  is  to  inform  the  public  of  such 
receipt. 

’The  notice  includes  the  title  of  the  re¬ 
quest  received;  the  name  of  the  agency 
spKinsoring  the  prop>osed  collection  of  in¬ 
formation;  the  agency  form  number,  if 
applicable;  and  the  frequency  with 
which  the  Information  is  propxised  to  be 
collected. 

Written  comments  on  the  propiosed 
CAB  request  are  invited  from  all  in¬ 
terested  F>ersons.  organizations,  pmblic 
interest  groups,  and  affected  businesses. 
Because  of  the  limited  amount  of  time 
GAO  has  to  review  the  prop}osed  request. 


comments  (in  triplicate)  must  be  re¬ 
ceived  on  or  before  June  6.  1977,  and 
should  be  addressed  to  Mr.  John  M. 
Lovelady,  Acting  Assistant  Director,  Reg¬ 
ulatory  Repwrts  Review,  United  States 
General  Accounting  Office.  Room  5033, 
441  G  Street.  NW..  Washington.  DO. 
20548. 

Further  information  may  be  obtained 
from  Patsy  J.  Stuart  of  the  Regulatory 
Repx>rts  Review  Staff,  202-275-3532. 

Civil  Aeronautics  Board 

CAB  requests  an  extension  no  change 
clearance  of  the  repxirt  required  by 
$  287.3a  of  the  Board’s  Economic  Regu¬ 
lations  (14  CFR  287.3a).  This  repiori 
provides  data  as  to  certain  interlocking 
relationships  between  air  carriers  and 
commercial  lending  institutions  as  de¬ 
fined  therein.  Submission  of  these  re¬ 
ports  is  necessary  to  maintain  the  ex¬ 
emption  from  section  409  of  the  Federal 
Aviation  Act  oi  1958,  as  amended,  pro¬ 
vided  by  S  287.3a  of  the  Board’s  Eco¬ 
nomic  Regulations.  CAB  estimates  re¬ 
porting  burden  to  average  8  hours  p)€»‘ 
annual  report  and  respondents  to  be  ap¬ 
proximately  18  air  carriers. 

NORBfAN  F.  Heyl, 
Regulatory  Reports 
Review  Officer. 

(FR  Doc.77-14278  Filed  5-18-77:8:45  am] 


GENERAL  SERVICES 
ADMINISTRATION 
Office  of  the  Federal  Register 
NATIONAL  FIRE  CODES 
Proposed  Revision  of  Standards 

AGENC7Y:  Office  of  the  Federal  Register. 
GSA. 

A(7TION ;  Notice  and  invitation  for  com¬ 
ment. 

SUMMARY:  The  Office  of  the  Federal 
Register  is  publishing  these  proposed 
changes  to  the  fire  safety  standards  de- 
velopod  by  the  National  Fire  Protection 
Association  to  inform  the  general  public 
and  invite  comments  from  interested 
porsons.  The  standards  are  frequently 
used  as  the  basis  for  Federal  regulations 
concerning  fire  safety  and  are  published 
in  the  public  interest. 

DA’TES:  Comments  due  on  or  before 
June  27.  1977.  Fall  Meeting:  November 
14-17, 1977. 

ADDRESSES:  Assistant  Vice  President 
of  Standards.  470  Atlantic  Avenue.  Bos¬ 
ton,  Massachusetts  02210. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMA’TION  CON¬ 
TACT; 

Martha  Girard,  202-523-5240. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORM  A’nON: 
Standards  developied  by  the  technical 
committees  of  the  National  Fire  Protec¬ 
tion  Association  (NFPA)  have  been  used 
by  various  F^eral  agencies  as  the  basis 
for  Federal  regulations.  Often,  this  has 
been  accomplished  through  incorpora¬ 
tion  by  reference  in  accordance  with  5 
us  e.  552(a)  and  1  CFR  Part  51.  The 
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NFPA  standards  are  known  collectively 
as  the  National  Fire  Codes. 

Revisions  of  existing  standards  and 
adoption  of  new  are  reported  by  the 
technical  committees  at  the  NFPA’s 
PUl  Meeti^  in  November  or  at  the  An¬ 
nual  Meeting  in  May  of  each  year.  Hie 
NFPA  invites  public  ccxnment  on  its 
Technical  Committee  Reports. 

Action  at  the  NFPA  Fall  Meeting  in 
November,  1977  is  being  proposed  on 
the  NFPA  standards  listed  below: 


No.  Title  Action 


IIB .  Synthetic  foam . O-P 

30 .  Flammable  and  combustible  O-P 

liquids  code. 

33 . Sinay  application . O-C 

ol . Oxygen-fuel  gas  systems  for  O-P 

welding  and  cutting. 

•ilB . Cutting  and  welding  processes.  O-P 

o6F . Nonflammable  medical  gas  O-P 

systems. 

TOE .  Electrical  safety  requirements  N-0 

for  employee  work  places. 

76A .  Essenti^  electrical  sy^ms  in  O-C 

'  health  care  facilities. 

76B .  Safe  use  of  electricity  in  pa-  T-O 

Uent  care  areas  health 
care  facilities. 

77 .  Static  electricity . O-P 

82 .  Linen  and  waste  handling  O-C 

systems  and  equipment. 

86A . .  Ovens  and  furnaces . O-C 

86C . Industrial  furnaces  using  a  O-P 

special  processing  atmos¬ 
phere. 

10.1  . Smoke  and  draft  control  door  N-O 

assemblies. 

211 . Chimneys,  fireplaces  and  O-C 

vents. 

214 . Water.cooling  towers . O-C 

220 . Types  of  building  construe-  O-P 

tion. 

291 .  Fire  hydrants . O-C 

311 . Secruity  of  port  facilities  and  W 

ships  in  harbors. 

32.')M . Fire  hazard  properties  of  O-C 

flammable  liquids,  gases 
and  volatile  solids. 

329 .  Underground  leakage . O-P 

39.1  . Storage  of  flammable  and  O-P 

combustible  liquids  on 
farms  and  isolated  con¬ 
struction  projects. 

41.1, . Aircraft  fueling  ramp  drainage.  R 

417 . Aircraft  loading  walkways _ O-C 

423 . Aircraft  engine  test  facilities...  N-O 

701 .  Fire  tests  for  flame  resistant  O-P 

textiles  and  films. 

803 .  Fire  protection  for  nuclear  N-O 

power  plants. 

903M . Property  survey  manual . N-O 

1201  (formerly  Organization  for  fire  services . .  O-C 

No.  4). 

1962  (formerly  Care,  use  and  maintenance  of  O-C 

No.  198).  fire  hose  including  connec¬ 

tions  and  nozzles. 


Types  or  Action 

PROPOSED  ACTION  ON  OmclAL  DOCl’MENTS 

O-P— Partial  amendments 
O-C— Complete  revision 
O-  T— Tentative  revision 

PROPOSED  ACTION  ON  SEW  DOCVUENTS 

-V-T- Tentative  adoption 
A-0 — Oflflcial  adoption 

PROPOSED  ACTION  ON  TENTATIVE  DOC  ru  ENTS 

T-P— Partial  amendments 
T-C— Complete  revision 
T-O— Oflicial  adoption 

OTHER  PROPOSED  ACTION 

R —  Reconflrmat  ion 
IP— Withdrawal 

Single  copies  of  the  1977  Fall  Tech¬ 
nical  Committee  Reports  are  available  at 
no  charge  from  the  National  Fire  Pro¬ 
tection  Association,  Publications  Depart¬ 


ment,  470  Atlantic  Avenue,  Boston,  Mass. 
02210. 

Interested  persons  may  participiate  in 
these  revisions  by  submitting  written 
data,  views,  or  arguments  to  the  Assist¬ 
ant  Vice  President-Standards,  NFPA, 
470  Atlantic  Avenue,  Boston,  Mass.  02210. 
Commenters  may  use  the  forms  provided 
for  comments  in  the  Technical  Commit¬ 
tee  Reports.  Each  person  submitting  a 
comment  should  include  his  name  and 
address,  identify  the  notice,  and  give 
reasons  for  any  recommendations.  Com¬ 
ments  received  on  or  before  June  27, 1977 
will  be  considered  by  the  NFPA  before 
final  action  is  taken  on  the  proposals.' 

Copies  of  all  written  comments  re¬ 
ceived  and  the  disposition  of  those,  com¬ 
ments  by  the  NFPA  committees  will  be 
published  as  the  Technical  Committee 
Documentation  by  September  23,  1977, 
prior  to  the  FBU  Meeting.  A  copy  of  the 
Technical  Committee  Dociunentatiou 
will  be  sent  automatically  to  each  c(xn- 
menter.  Action  on  the  Technical  Cinn- 
mittee  Reports  (adoption  or  rejection) 
will  be  taken  at  the  Fall  Meeting, 
November  14-17,  1977,  at  the  Atlanta 
Marriott,  Atlanta,  Georgia,  by  NFPA 
members  who  are  members  of  record 
thirty  (30)  days  prior  to  that  meeting. 

Copies  of  the  Technical  Committee 
Reports  and  Technical  Committee 
Documentation,  when  published,  will 
also  be  available  for  review  at  the  OfBce 
of  the  Federal  Register,  1100  L  Street 
NW„  Washington,  D.C. 

Fred  J.  Emery, 
Director,  Office  of 
the  Federal  Register. 

|FR  Doc.77-14214  FUed  S-18-77;8:45  am] 


DEPARTMENT  OF  HEALTH. 
EDUCATION,  AND  WELFARE 

Health  Resources  Administration 

DESIGNATION  OF  HEALTH  SERVICE 
AREAS 

Correction 

FR  Doc.  75-22664  published  as  a  Notice 
1975  (40  FR  40306-40315)  contained  a 
list  of  health  service  areas  designated 
under  section  1511  of  the  Public  Health 
Service  Act  (P.L.  93-641).  Inadvertently, 
a  number  of  errors  were  msule  on  the 
O'^iginal  list.  Subsequent  corrections  were 
published  in  the  Federal  Register  on 
January  5,  1976  (41  FR  804-805)  and  on 
July  29,  1976  (41  FR  31600). 

The  purpose  of  this  Notice  is  to  set 
forth  further  corrections  of  the  health 
service  areas  designated  in  the  State  of 
Connecticut.  The  complete  listing  of  the 
health  service  areas  in  Connecticut  is 
listed  below: 

Dated:  May  9,  1977. 

James  A.  Walsh, 
Acting  Deputy  Administrator, 
Health  Resources  Adminis¬ 
tration. 


Health  Service  Area  niunbered  1  is  the 

geographic  area 

comprised  of  the  towns 

of: 

Bridgeport 

Norwalk 

Darien 

Stamford 

Easton 

Stratford 

Fairfield 

Trumbull 

Oreenwlch 

Weston 

Monroe 

Westport 

New  Canaan 

Wilton 

Area  2 

Ansonla 

New  Haven 

Bethany 

North  Branford 

Branford 

North  Haven 

Derby 

Orange 

East  Haven 

Oxford 

Oullford 

Seymour 

Hamden 

Shelton 

Madison 

Wallingford 

Meriden 

West  Haven 

Milford 

Woodbrldge 

Area  3 

Ashfmtl 

Lyme 

Bozrah 

Mansfield 

Brooklyn 

Mlddlefield 

Canterbury 

Middletown 

Chiqilln 

MontvUle 

Chester 

New  London 

Clinton 

North  Stonlngton 

Colchester 

Norwich 

Coliunbla 

Old  Lyme 

Coventry 

Old  Saybrook 

Cromwell 

Plainfield 

Deep  River 

Pomfret 

Durham 

Portland 

Eastford 

Preston 

East  Haddam 

Putnam 

East  Hampton 

Salem 

East  Lyme 

Scotland 

Essex 

Sprague 

Franklin 

Sterling 

Orlswold 

Stonlngton 

Oroton 

Thompson 

Haddam 

Union 

Hampton 

Voluntown 

Killingly 

Waterford 

KllUngworth 

Westbro<A 

Lebanon 

Wlllington 

Ledyard 

Windham 

Lisbon 

Woodstock 

Area  4 

Andover 

Manchester 

Avon 

Marlborough 

Berlin 

New  Britain 

Bloomfield 

Newington 

Bolton 

PlainvUle 

Bristol 

Plymouth 

Burlington 

Rocky  Hill 

Canton 

Simsbury 

East  Oranby 

Somers 

East  Hartford 

Southington 

East  Windsor 

South  Windsor 

Ellington 

Stafford 

Enfield 

Suffleld 

Farmington 

Tolland 

Glastonbury 

Vernon 

Oranby 

West  Hartford 

Hartford 

Wethersfield 

Hartland 

Windsor 

Hebron 

Windsor  Locks 

Area  5 

Barkhamsted 

•  Canaan 

Beacon  Falls 

Cheshire 

Bethel 

Colebrook 

Bethlehem 

Cornwall 

Bridgewater 

Danbury 

Brookfield 

Okishen 
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Harwlnton 

Rozbury 

Kent 

Salisbury 

Litchfield 

Sharon 

Mlddlebury 

Sherman 

Morris 

Southbury 

Naugatuck 

Tbomaston 

New  Fairfield 

Torrlngton 

New  Hartford 

Warren 

New  Milford 

Washington 

Newtown 

Waterbury 

Norfolk 

Watertown 

North  Canaan 

Winchester 

Prospect 

Wolcott 

Redding 

Ridgefield 

Woodbury 

(PR  Doc.  77- 

14331  FUed  6-17-77;8:' 

Office  of  Education 

ADVISORY  COMMITTEE  ON  ACCREDITA¬ 
TION  AND  INSTITUTIONAL  ELIGIBILITY 

Meeting 

AOENCY:  Department  of  Health.  Edu¬ 
cation,  and  Welfare.  U.S.  OflBce  of  Edu¬ 
cation. 

ACTION :  Notice  of  public  meeting. 

SUMMARY;  This  notice  sets  forth  the 
schedule  and  proposed  agaida  of  the 
next  public  meeting  of  the  Advisory  Com¬ 
mittee  on  Accreditation  and  Institu¬ 
tional  Eligibility.  It  also  describes  the 
functions  of  the  Committee.  Notice  of 
these  meetings  is  required  imder  the 
Federal  Advisory  Committee  Act  (5 
U.S.C.  Appendix  1.  10(a)(2)).  This 
document  is  intended  to  notify  the  gen¬ 
eral  public  of  their  opportunity  to  attend 
and  to  participate. 

OATES:  June  14, 1977,  1:30  p.m.  to  9:30 
p.m.,  local  time;  June  15,  8:30  a.m.  to  5 
p.m.;  June  16.  9  a.m.  to  4:45  p.m.;  and 
June  17.  9  a.m.  to  4  p.m.  Requests  for 
oral  presentations  before  the  Committee 
must  be  received  on  or  before  June  3. 
1977.  All  written  material  which  a  party 
wishes  to  file  may  be  submitted  at  any 
time  and  will  be  considered  by  the  Ad¬ 
visory  Conunlttee. 

ADDRESS:  EUieraUm  National  Motor 
Hotel,  900  Orme  Street,  Arlington,  Vir¬ 
ginia  22204. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CON¬ 
TACT: 

John  R.  ProflBtt,  Director.  Division  of 
Eligibility  and  Agency  Evaluation,  Of¬ 
fice  of  Eiducation,  Room  3030,  ROB3. 
400  Maryland  Ave.,  SW..  Washington, 
D.C.  20202  (202-245-9873) . 

The  Advisory  Committee  on  Accredi¬ 
tation  and  Institutimud  Eligibility  is  es¬ 
tablished  pursuant  to  section  253  of  the 
Veterans’  Readjustment  Assistance  Act 
(Chapter  33.  'HUe  38,  U.S.  Code).  The 
Committee  is  directed  to: 

1.  Review  all  current  and  future  policies 
relating  to  the  responsibility  of  the  Conunls- 
sloner  for  the  recognition  and  designation  of 
accrediting  agencies  and  associations  wish¬ 
ing  to  he  designated  as  nationally  recognized 
accrediting  agencies  and  associations,  and 
recommend  desirable  changes  In  criteria  and 
procedures: 

3.  Review  all  current  and  future  policies 
relating  to  the  responsibility  of  the  Commis¬ 
sioner  for  the  recognition  and  listing  of  State 
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agencies  wishing  to  be  designated  as  reliable 
authority  as  to  the  quality  of  public  post- 
secondaiV  vocational  education,  and  of  nurse 
education,  and  recommend  desirable  changes 
in  criteria  and  procedures: 

5.  Review  and  advise  the  Commissioner  of 
Education  in  the  formation  of  all  current 
and  future  policy  relating  to  the  matter  of 
Institutional  eligibility. 

4.  Review  the  provisions  of  current  legisla¬ 
tion  affecting  Office  of  Education  responsi¬ 
bility  In  the  area  of  accreditation  and  Insti¬ 
tutional  eligibility  and  suggest  needed 
changes  to  the  Commissioner  of  Education; 

6.  Develop  and  recommend  to  the  Commis¬ 
sioner  of  Education  criteria  and  procedures 
for  the  recognition  and  designation  of  ac¬ 
crediting  agencies  and  associations  In  ac¬ 
cordance  with  legislative  provisions.  Presi¬ 
dential  directives,  or  Interagency  agreements; 

6.  Review  and  recommend  to  the  Commis¬ 
sioner  of  Education  for  designation  as  na¬ 
tionally  recognized  accrediting  agencies  and 
associations  of  reliable  authority  all  appli¬ 
cant  accrediting  agencies  and  associations 
which  meet  criteria  established  under  (5) 
above; 

7.  Develop  and  recommend  to  the  Commis¬ 
sioner  of  Education  criteria  and  procedures 
for  the  recognition,  designation  and  listing 
of  State  agencies  in  accordance  with  statu¬ 
tory  provisions.  Executive  Orders,  or  Inter¬ 
agency  agreements; 

8.  Review  and  recommend  to  the  Commis¬ 
sioner  of  Education  for  designation  as  State 
agencies  of  reliable  authority  as  to  the  quali¬ 
ty  of  public  poetsecondary  vocational  edu¬ 
cation.  and  of  nurse  education,  all  applicant 
State  agencies  which  meet  criteria  estab¬ 
lished  under  (7)  above; 

9.  Develop,  under  the  authority  of  the  Vo¬ 
cational  Education  Act  of  1983,  as  amended, 
and  recommend  for  the  approval  of  the 
Commissioner  of  Education,  standards  and 
criteria  for  specific  categories  of  private  vo¬ 
cational  training  Institutions  which  have  no 
alternative  route  by  which  to  establish 
eligibility  for  Federal  funding  programs; 

10.  Develop,  under  the  authority  of  the 
Higher  Education  Act  of  1985,  as  amended, 
and  recommend  for  the  approval  of  the  Com¬ 
missioner  of  Education,  standards  and  crite¬ 
ria  for  specific  categories  of  Institutions  of 
higher  education,  for  which  there  Is  no 
recognized  accrediting  agency  or  association. 
In  order  to  establish  eligibility  for  participa¬ 
tion  In  the  student  loan  programs  authorized 
by  Title  IV-B  thereof; 

11.  Maintain  a  continuous  review  of  Office 
of  Education  administrative  practice,  pro¬ 
cedures  and  Judgments  relating  to  accredita¬ 
tion  and  institutional  eligibility  and  advise 
the  Commissioner  of  needed  changes; 

12.  Keep  within  Its  purview  the  accredita¬ 
tion  and  approval  process  as  It  develops  In 
all  levels  of  education; 

13.  Advice  the  Commissioner  of  Educa¬ 
tion  concerning  the  relations  of  the  Office 
with,  accrediting  agencies  or  associations,  or 
other  approval  bodies  as  the  Conunlssioner 
may  request. 

14.  Advice  the  Commissioner  of  Educa¬ 
tion.  pursuant  to  the  Bureau  of  the  Budget 
(Office  of  filanagement  and  Budget)  policy 
dated  Decemher  23,  1954,  regarding  the 
award  of  degree-granting  status  to  Federal 
agencies  and  Institutions. 

15.  Not  later  than  March  31  of  each  year, 
make  an  annual  report  of  Its  activities,  find¬ 
ings  and  recommendations. 

The  meeting  on  June  14,  15. 16  and  17, 
1977,  will  be  open  to  the  public.  This 
meeting  will  be  held  at  the  Sheraton 
National  Motor  Hotel.  Columbia  Pike  and 
Washington  Boulevard.  Arlington,  Vir¬ 
ginia.  On  June  14  and  15.  the  Committee 
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sessions  will  be  in  the  form  of  an  In¬ 
vitational  Conference  on  the  Federal 
Government’s  Relationship  to  the  Na¬ 
tionally  Recognized  Accrediting  Agen¬ 
cies.  The  purpose  of  the  conference  ses¬ 
sion  is  to  enable  members  of  the  Com¬ 
mittee  and  officials  of  the  nationally 
recognized  accrediting  agencies  to  review 
and  discuss  issue  of  mutual  interest,  ten¬ 
sion  points  and  means  for  enhancing  a 
constructive  relationship.  Major  topics 
to  be  discussed  include  the  accreditation - 
eligibility  framework,  new  regulations 
regarding  eligibility,  revisions  to  the  Cri¬ 
teria  for  Recognition  of  Accrediting 
Bodies,  and  pertinent  studies  regarding 
accreditation  and  eligibility.  Conference 
participants  will  hear  speakers  on  a 
variety  of  subjects  related  to  the  major 
topics  listed  above,  and  will  participate 
in  seminars. 

On  June  16  and  17.  the  Committee  will 
conduct  business  sessions  to  review  peti¬ 
tions  and  reports  by  accrediting  and 
State  approval  agencies  for  initial  or 
continued  recognition  by  the  U.S.  Com¬ 
missioner  of  Education.  TTie  Committee 
also  will  hear  presentations  by  repre¬ 
sentatives  of  the  petitioning  agencies  and 
.  interested  third  parties.  Agencies  having 
petitions  and  reports  pending  before  the 
Committee  are: 

American  CouncU  on  Education  for  Journal¬ 
ism.  Accrediting  C^ommlttee. 

American  Dental  Association,  CX>mmlS8ion  on 
Accreditation  of  Dental  and  Dental  Auxil¬ 
iary  Programs. 

American  Medical  Association,  CouncU  on 
Medical  Education,  as  the  coordinating 
agency  In  allied  health  education  accredi¬ 
tation. 

American  Medical  Association,  Council  on 
Medical  Education,  In  cooperation  with; 
Committee  on  Accreditation  in  Education. 
American  Physical  Therapy  Association. 
Curriculum  Review  Board.  American  As¬ 
sociation  of  Medical  Assistants,  Joint  Re¬ 
view  Committee  on  Educational  Programs 
In  Nuclear  Medicine  Technology. 

American  Physical  Therapy  Association.  Com¬ 
mittee  on  Accreditation  In  Education. 
Council  on  Education  for  Public  Health. 
Engineers'  Council  for  Professional  Develop¬ 
ment. 

Iowa  State  Board  of  Public  Instruction. 
Kansas  State  Board  of  Education. 

Minnesota  State  Board  for  Vocational-Tech¬ 
nical  Education. 

National  Association  of  Schools  of  Art,  Com¬ 
mission  on  Accreditation  and  Membership. 
National  Council  for  Accreditation  of  Teacher 
Education. 

National  Home  Study  Council,  Accrediting 
Commission. 

Requests  for  oral  presentations  before 
the  Committee  should  be  submitted  in 
writing  to  the  Director,  Division  of  Eligi¬ 
bility  and  Agency  Evaluation,  Office  of 
Education,  Room  3030,  ROB  3,  400  Mary¬ 
land  Avenue.  SW.,  Washington,  D.C. 
20202.  Requests  should  include  the  names 
of  all  persons  seeking  an  appearance,  the 
party  or  parties  which  they  represent, 
and  the  purpose  for  which  the  presenta¬ 
tion  is  requested.  Requests  must  be 
received  by  the  Division  of  Eligibility  and 
Agency  Evaluation  on  or  before  June  3. 
1977.  ’Time  constraints  may  limit  oral 
presentations.  However,  all  additional 
written  material  that  a  party  wishes  to 
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file  will  be  considered  by  the  Advisory 
Committee. 

Records  shall  be  kept  of  all  Committee 
proceedings  and  shall  be  available  for 
public  Inspectiwi  at  the  Division  of 
Eligibility  and  Agency  Evaluation. 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.,  on 
May  13.  1977. 

John  R.  Proffitt, 
Director,  Division  of  Eligibility 
and  Agency  Evaluation,  Office 
of  Education. 

|PR  Doc.77-14306  Filed  6-18-77;8:45  am) 


Office  of  Human  Development 
Office  of  Child  Development 

CHILD  WELFARE  RESEARCH  AND 

DEMONSTRATION  GRANTS  PROGRAM 

Announcement  of  Grants  for  Fiscal  Year 

1977  (Program  Announcement  13608- 

771) 

The  Office  of  Child  Development,  Of¬ 
fice  of  Human  Development,  announces 
that  applications  will  be  accepted  until 
July  20,  1977  from  public  or  nonprofit 
private  agencies  or  organizations  wish¬ 
ing  to  compete  for  grants  in  Fiscal  Year 
1977  under  the  Child  Welfare  Research 
and  Demonstration  Grants  Program 
authorized  by  42  UH.C.  626(a)(1)  (A) 
and  (B) ,  (Section  426,  Part  B,  Title  TV  of 
the  Social  Security  Act) . 

All  applications  received  by  the  clos¬ 
ing  date  or  postmarked  by  July  15,  1977 
which  are  complete  and  conform  to  the 
requirements  of  this  program  announce¬ 
ment  will  be  accepted  for  review  and 
consideration  for  an  award. 

The  regulations  applicable  to  this  pro¬ 
gram  are  contained  in  Part  205  of  Title 
42  of  the  Code  of  Federal  Regulations  (42 
CFR  Part  205),  “Research  Projects  Re¬ 
lating  to  Maternal  and  Child  Health 
Services  and  Crippled  Children’s  Serv¬ 
ices,  and  Research  or  Demonstration 
F*rojects  Relating  to  Child  Welfare  Serv¬ 
ices.” 

Scope  Of  This  Program  Announce¬ 
ment:  This  program  announcement 
identifies  the  funding  priorities  of  the 
Child  Welfare  Research  and  Demonstra¬ 
tion  Grants  I*rogram  for  Fiscal  Year 
1977. 

A.  Program  Purposes. — The  purpose 
of  the  Child  Welfare  Research  and  Dem¬ 
onstration  Grants  Program  is  to  support 
major  research  and  demonstration  ef¬ 
forts  in  selected  areas  of  high  impact 
and  national  concern  where  the  utiliza¬ 
tion  of  findings  is  expected  to  make  a 
substantial  contribution  to  the  develop¬ 
ment  and  welfare  of  children  and  their 
families. 

B.  Eligible  Applicants. — Grsints  may 
be  made  to  public  or  other  nonprofit  in¬ 
stitutions  of  higher  learning,  public  or 
other  nonprofit  agencies  and  organiza¬ 
tions  engaged  in  research  or  child  wel¬ 
fare  activities,  state  or  local  public  agen¬ 
cies  responsible  for  administering  or  su¬ 
pervising  the  administration  of  child 
welfare  services.  Grants  are  not  awarded 
to  individuals  even  though  they  may  be 


affiliated  with  a  public  or  private  non¬ 
profit  organizaticm. 

In  certain  cases,  a  specific  program 
announcement  may  further  define  or 
limit  eligibility  to,  for  example,  the 
single  State  agency  or  organizational 
unit  responsible  for  social  services  to 
children  and  families. 

C.  Available  Funds. — Of  the  $14.7  mil¬ 
lion  appropriated  by  the  Congress  for 
the  Child  Welfare  Research  and  Demon¬ 
stration  Grants  Program  in  Fiscal  Year 
1977,  the  Office  of  Child  Development 
expects  to  award  approximately  $2  mil¬ 
lion  for  new  grants  in  the  program  areas 
identified  below.  A  new  grant  is  the  initial 
grant  made  in  support  of  a  project  re¬ 
quested  on  an  application. 

It  is  expected  that  approximately  20 
grants  will  be  awarded  pursuant  to  this 
annoimcement.  The  average  award  and 
number  of  grants  are  given  in  (D)  with 
each  of  the  funding  priorities. 

In  Fiscal  Year  1976,  300  applications 
to  the  Child  Welfare  Research  and  Dem¬ 
onstration  Grants  Program  were  ac¬ 
cepted  for  review  and  consideration.  Of 
these,  approximately  $2  million  was 
awarded  to  20  grantees. 

D.  Program  Objectives  and.  Priorities 
For  Funding. — Applications  are  s<rficited 
for  proposals  with  the  following  objec¬ 
tives  : 

1.  Use  of  Service  Contracts. — The  Of¬ 
fice  of  Child  Development  is  soliciting 
grant  applications  for  three-year  demon¬ 
stration  projects  which  develop  and  use 
service  contracts  as  a  case  management 
tool  in  dealing  with  cases  involving:  (1) 
provision  of  services  to  enable  children 
to  remain  in  their  own  homes  instead  of 
going  into  substitute  care,  and  (2)  the 
return  of  children  from  foster  care  to 
their  own  homes  or  to  a  permanent 
placement.  The  service  contract  is  a  writ¬ 
ten  agreement  between  the  agency  and 
other  key  participants  in  a  case,  i.e.,  nat¬ 
ural  parents,  foster  parents,  and,  where 
appropriate,  the  children,  which  lays  out 
the  roles,  responsibilities,  tasks  and  obli¬ 
gations  of.  the  participants  and  the 
agency  within  a  manageable  timetable. 

Applicants  should  submit  proposals  for 
projects  which  develop  and  use  service 
contracts  as  a  case  management  tool  in 
order  to  answer  the  following  questions: 

(a)  Where  services  are  provided  to 
keep  children  at  home  with  their  fam¬ 
ilies,  does  the  use  of  service  contracts 
help  enable  more  children  to  remain  with 
their  families  rather  than  being  placed  in 
foster  care? 

(b)  Where  children  are  placed  in 
foster  family  care,  does  the  use  of  service 
contracts  help  enable  more  children  to 
be  returned  to  theii  natural  parents  hr 
placed  in  permanent  adoptive  or  foster 
family  homes  in  a  shorter  period  of  time 
than  would  otherwise  be  ^e  case? 

(c)  What  are  the  costs  to  the  project 
which  would  indicate  whether  the  use  of 
service  contracts  as  a  case  management 
tool  results  in  service  delivery  costs  less 
than,  more  than,  or  the  same  as,  whm 
service  contracts  are  not  used? 

(d)  What  are  the  key  features  of 
training,  record  keeping  and  manage¬ 


ment  of  services  contracts  which  con¬ 
tribute  to  its  success  or  failure? 

Eligibility  to  apply  is  limited  to  the 
single  State  agency  or  its  organizational 
unit  responsible  for  s(x;ial  services  to 
families  and  children  which  includes 
foster  family  care  services,  any  similar 
"county,  multicoimty,  or  metropolitan 
subunits  of  the  single  State  agency. 

It  is  anticipated  that  four  grants  will 
be  made  of  approximately  $30,000- 
$40,000  each,  for  each  of  three  years.  The 
funds  are  to  be  used  to  train  particpating 
caseworkers  and  to  keep  needed  records. 
In  addition  to  the  four  grants,  a  national 
evaluation  contractor  will  provide  on-site 
and  group  technical  assistance  to  the 
grantees  in  setting  up  records  needed  to 
carry  out  an  effective  evaluation  of 
results. 

2.  Intensive  Supportive  Services. — The 
Office  of  Child  Development  is  soliciting 
grant  applications  for  three-year  proj¬ 
ects  which  demonstrate  that  intensive 
suoportive  services  to  “families  at  risk” 
will  substantiaUy  reduce  placement  of 
children  away  from  their  own  families. 
Applicants  should  submit  proposals  for 
projects  which  prevent  separation  of 
children  from  their  families  by  reducing 
familial  dysfunction  and  providing  sup¬ 
portive  services.  A  separately-funded 
research  and  evaluation  component  will 
examine  the  different  approaches  used 
by  grantees  and  facilitate  the  develop¬ 
ment  of  practical  models  that  will  be 
within  the  capacity  of  other  public  agen¬ 
cies  to  develop  and  carry  out. 

The  purpose  of  these  grants  is  to  try 
out  different  approaches  which  will  ulti¬ 
mately  provide  practical  models  within 
the  capacity  of  States  to  accomplish. 
These  grants  will  provide  the  opportu¬ 
nity  for  States,  trough  their  public 
agencies,  to  explore  the  following  issues : 

(a)  Whether  intensive,  supportive 
service  to  “families-at-rlsk"  (those 
whose  children  will  be  removed  if  strong 
supportive  and  supplemental  services 
are  not  available)  offered  in  a  coordi¬ 
nated,  aggressive,  timely  manner  by 
knowledgeable,  professional  casework¬ 
ers  will  substantially  reduce  placement 
of  children  away  from  their  own  fami¬ 
lies; 

(b)  Whether  immediate  and  long- 
range  cost  savings  can  be  demonstrated; 
and 

(c)  Whether  existing  resources  can  be 
shifted  to  make  early  prevention  a  viable 
part  of  on-going  programs. 

Eligibility  to  apply  is  limited  to  the 
single  State  agency  or  organizational 
substate  units  responsible  for  social 
•services  to  families  and  children  whir)' 
include  preventive  and  foster  care  serv¬ 
ices,  with  specific  interest  in  l(mg-range 
development. 

It  is  anticipated  that  four  grants  will 
be  made  of  approximately  $125,000- 
$150,000  each,  for  each  of  three  years.  A 
National  Evaluation  Contractor  will  pro¬ 
vide  technical  assistance  to  an  evsdua- 
tor/ researcher  employed  by  each  of  the 
gmntees. 

3.  Information  for  Parents  With  Very 
Young  Children. — The  Office  of  Child 
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Development  is  soliciting  grant  applica¬ 
tions  which  will  generate  scientific 
knowledge  about  the  provision  and  use 
of  child  development  and  famUy  support 
service  information  by  different  types  oi 
families,  with  emphasis  on  information 
that  is  useful  to  families  with  very  young 
children.  Specifically,  the  Agency  will 
fund  projects  which  deal  with  two  con¬ 
tent  areas:  Child  Development  Informa¬ 
tion  and  Family  Support  Service  Infor¬ 
mation.  Proposals  should  not  overlap  the 
two  content  areas,  although  within  an 
area,  a  proposal  may  address  more  than 
one  question.  Researchers  should  specify 
hypotheses  derived  from  one  or  more  of 
the  substantive  questions  stated  below. 

a.  Child  Development  Information. — 
(li  What  types  of  information  do 
parents  have  about  child  development? 
How  do  parents'  knowledge  bases  and  ex¬ 
pectations  for  their  child’s  development 
affect  parent/child  interactions,  child 
development  outcomes  and  utilization  of 
family  support  services? 

( 2 )  What  do  parents  perceive  as  their 
child  development  information  needs? 
How  do  parents’  perceived  child  develop¬ 
ment  Information  needs  vary  as  a  func¬ 
tion  of  family  circumstances  and  condi¬ 
tions?  What  kinds  of  child  development 
information  do  parents  with  very  young 
children  find  most  useful  for  child 
rearing? 

(3)  How  can  scientific  knowledge 
about,  child  development  be  communi¬ 
cated  in  culturally  sensitive  ways  to  dif¬ 
ferent  types  of  families?  What  informa¬ 
tion  and  dissemination  strategies  are 
most  effective  in  increasing  parents’ 
awareness  of  child  development  proces¬ 
ses  and  in  expanding  parents’  know¬ 
ledge  bases  without  preempting  their 
role  as  primary  decision-makers  in  the 
rearing  of  their  children?  Does  the  type 
of  child  development  information  dis¬ 
seminated  to  parents  affect  their  pat¬ 
tern  cf  utilization  of  family  support 
services? 

b.  Family  Support  Service  Informa¬ 
tion. — (1)  What  kinds  of  family  support 
networks  and  services  (e.g.,  day  care, 
preschool,  health  screening)  do  different 
types  of  families  use?  What  factors  ac¬ 
count  for  differences  among  families  in 
their  pattern  of  family  support  service 
utilization?  How  does  the  selection  and 
use  of  family  support  services  vary  as  a 
function  of  family  attitudes  towards 
these  service  providing  institutions? 

(2)  What  information  do  families  with 
very  young  children  have  available;  what 
information  do  they  use;  and  what  in¬ 
formation  do  they  consider  to  be  most 
important  when  making  decisions  about 
the  selection  of  family  support  services? 

(3)  How  is  information  about  serv¬ 
ices  made  available  to  parents,  specially 
those  with  very  young  children?  What 
are  the  most  effective  strategies  for  dis¬ 
seminating  such  information  to  different 
types  of  families  in  different  circum¬ 
stances? 

’The  Office  of  Child  Development  will 
support  projects  which  involve  working 
directly  with  families  from  a  diversity  of 
ethnic  backgrounds  and  socioeconomic 
levels. 


It  is  anticipated  that  approximately  5 
grants  will  be  awarded  at  approximately 
$123,000  each,  for  a  12-18  month  period. 

4.  Other  Projects.  The  Office  of  Child 
Development  will  consider  grant  appli¬ 
cations  for  one-,  tw’o-,  or  three-year 
projects  which,  while  not  specifically 
addressing  the  foregoing  three  priority 
areas,  nevertheless  show  promise  of  mak¬ 
ing  a  substantial  contribution  to  our 
knowledge  within  the  general  fields  of 
child  development  and  or  child  welfare. 

Priority  will  be  given  to  proposals 
which :  <  a  >  Address  problems  of  children 
and  families  about  which  the  present 
state  of  knowledge  is  inadequate; 

(b)  Involve  children  and  faniilies 
from  a  diversity  of  socioeconomic  levels 
and  ethnic  backgrounds,  e.g.,  Oriental- 
Americans; 

(c>  Incorix>rate  independent  variables 
that  capture  the  subtleties  of  social  class 
and  ethnic  differences  similarities; 

(d)  Focus  on  policy-relevant  varia¬ 
bles  that  can  be  experimentally  manipu¬ 
lated  and  are  potentially  amenable  to 
change  on  a  wide  scale. 

Since  the  Office  of  Child  Development 
is  currently  supporting  research  and 
demonstration  projects  imder  its  Na¬ 
tional  Center  on  Child  Abuse  and  Ne¬ 
glect.  it  will  not  fund  additional  child 
abuse  and  neglect  activities  imder  au¬ 
thority  of  the  Child  Welfare  Research 
dnd  Demonstration  Grants  Program. 

It  is  anticipated  that  approximately 
6  grants  of  $75.000-$100.000  will  be 
awarded. 

E.  Grantee  Share  of  Project. — Pro¬ 
gram  regulations  require  that  all  grant¬ 
ees  share  in  the  costs  of  projects.  It  is 
generally  expected  that  grantees  will 
provide  at  least  five  percent  of  total 
project  costs.  Grantee  contributions 
must  be  project-related  and  may  be  in 
any  or  all  of  the  budget  categories  as 
allowable  under  the  Department’s  ap¬ 
plicable  cost  principles  in  45  CFR  Part 
74  Subpart  Q. 

F.  The  Application  Process. — Applica¬ 
tion  Submission.  In  order  to  be  consid¬ 
ered  for  a  grant  under  the  Child  Welfare 
Research  and  Demonstration  Grants 
Program,  an  application  must  be  sub¬ 
mitted  on  the  forms  supplied  and  in  the 
manner  prescribed  by  the  Office  of  Child 
Development.  The  application  shall  be 
executed  by  an  individual  authorized  to 
act  for  the  applicant  agency  and  to  as¬ 
sume  the  obligations  imposed  by  the 
terms  and  conditions  of  U|e  grant  award, 
including  the  regulations  of  the  Pro¬ 
gram. 

One  signed  original  and  two  copies  of 
the  grant  application,  including  all  at¬ 
tachments.  are  required,  and  two  ad¬ 
ditional  copies  are  requested  with  the 
original.  The  original  and  the  four  ad¬ 
ditional  copies,  which  are  for  review 
purposes,  are  to  be  submitted  to  the  cen¬ 
tral  receiving  office  of  the  Office  of  Hu¬ 
man  Development. 

Application  Consideration.  The  Direc¬ 
tor  of  the  Office  of  Child  Development 
determines  the  final  action  to  be  taken 
with  respect  to  each  grant  application. 
Applications  which  do  not  conform  to 
this  announcement,  or  are  not  complete. 


or  which  do  not  meet  the  deadline  are 
not  accepted  for  consideration,  and  ap¬ 
plicants  are  notified  accordingly.  Other¬ 
wise,  all  applications  will  be  considered 
for  funding. 

All  accepted  grant  applications  are 
subjected  to  a  competitive  review  and 
evaluation  conducted  by  non-Federal 
experts  in  the  areas  of  child  and  family 
development  and  welfare.  The  results  of 
the  competitive  review  supplement  and 
assist  the  Director’s  consideration  of  the 
qpmpeting  applications.  ’The  Director 
also  takes  into  account  the  comments  of 
the  HEW  Regional  Offices  and  the  head¬ 
quarters  program  office.  Comments  on 
the  applications  may  also  be  requested 
from  appropriate  specialists  and  con¬ 
sultants  both  within  and  outside  the 
Government. 

After  the  Director  has  decided  either 
to  disapprove  or  not  to  fund  a  competing 
grant  application,  the  unsuccessful 
applicant  is  notified  by  letter  of  that 
decision.  The  letter  will  include  an  ex¬ 
planation  of  the  reasons  for  disapproval 
or  non-funding  or  will  indicate  that  an 
explanation  may  be  obtained  upon 
request. 

Grant  Awards.  The  Director  makes 
grant  awards  consistent  with  the  pur¬ 
poses  of  the  legislation,  the  regulations, 
and  program  announcements  within 
the  limits  of  Federal  funds  available  for 
the  purpose  of  supporting  research  and 
demonstration  projects.  The  Official 
grant  award  document  is  the  Notice  of 
Grant  Awarded  (NGA).  ’This  notifies 
the  grantee  and  others  of  the  award  of 
the  grant,  contains  or  references  all 
terms  and  conditions  of  the  grant,  and 
provides  the  documentary  basis  for 
recording  the  obligation  of  Federal  funds 
in  the  Department’s  accounting  system. 
The  NGA  sets  forth  in  writing  to  the 
grantee  the  amount  of  funds  awarded, 
the  purpose  of  the  grant,  the  terms  and 
conditions  of  the  award,  the  effective 
date  of  the  award,  the  budget  period  for 
which  support  is  given,  and  the  total 
grantee  participation,  if  any.  ’The  initial 
award  also  specifies  the  total  project 
period  for  which  support  is  contem¬ 
plated.  although  support  beyond  the  first 
year  is  dependent  upon  satisfactory 
progress  and  availability  of  funds. 

G.  Criteria  for  Review  and  Evaluation 
of  Applications. — All  competing  grant 
applications  will  be  review^  and  evalu¬ 
ated  by  non-Federal  experts  in  the  areas 
of  child  and  family  development  and 
welfare  against  the  following  criteria; 

(1)  The  estimated  cost  to  the  govern¬ 
ment  for  the  proposed  project  is  reason¬ 
able  considering  anticipated  results. 

(2)  Project  personnel  are  or  will  be 
well  qualified,  and  the  applicant  organi¬ 
zation  has  or  will  have  adequate  fi¬ 
nancial  staff  and  institutional  resource. 

(3)  Insofar  as  practicable,  the  pro¬ 
posed  methodology,  if  well  executed,  is 
capable  of  attaining  project  objectives. 
Reviewers  will  consider  the  following: 

<a)  Review  of  literature;  (b)  Innova¬ 
tiveness  of  approach/design;  (c)  Objec- 
tives/^hypotheses  clearly  stated;  (d) 
Procedures: 
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1.  Sample  size;  2.  Comparison/control 
group(s);  3.  Treatment(s) ;  4.  Design; 

5.  Measures/instruments;  6.  Data  analy¬ 
sis  plan;  7.  Time  schedule;  8.  Reports. 

4. a.  Project  objectives  are  identical 
with  or  capable  of  achieving  the  specific 
program  objectives  defined  in  the  pro¬ 
gram  announcement.  (See  Section  D  1, 
2,  3)  or 

b.  For  Other  Projects,  proposals 
address  the  general  considerations  stated 
in  Section  D  4. 

5.  Dissemination/Utilization  Plan: 
(a)  Applicant  indicates  knowledge  of  ap¬ 
propriate  users; 

(b)  Applicant  presents  an  appropri¬ 
ate  utilization  plan;  i.e.,  understands  po¬ 
tential  implications  of  results  with  re¬ 
gard  to  whichever  of  the  following  may 
be  relevant;  policy,  programs,  service  de¬ 
livery  systems,  legislation,  research  and 
demonstration  activities,  training,  teach¬ 
ing,  staffing,  other. 

6.  Cgmparability  of  proposed  study  to 
other  completed  and/or  ongoing  studies: 
<a)  Applicant  indicates  awareness  of  re¬ 
lated  completed  and/or  ongoing  proj¬ 
ects: 

(b)  Applicant  utilizes  marker  meas¬ 
ures  and  marker  variables,  as  appropri¬ 
ate. 

7.  Protection  of  Human  Subjects.  If 
subjects  are  at  risk,  appropriate  safe¬ 
guards  have  been  taken. 

H.  Closing  Date  far  Receipt  of  Appli¬ 
cations. — The  closing  date  for  receipt  of 
applications  under  this  program  an¬ 
nouncement  is  July  20. 1977.  Applications 
may  be  mailed  or  hand  delivered  to: 
Department  of  Health,  Education,  and 
Welfare,  Office  of  Human  Develocnnent/ 
Switzer  Building,  Grants  Management 
Branch,  Room  1427,  330  C  Street,  S.W., 
Wa.'^hington,  D.C.  20201  (Attention: 
13608-771).  Hand  delivered  applications 
are  accepted  during  normaJ  working 
hours  of  9:00  a.m.  to  5:00  p.m. 

An  application. will  be  considered  to 
have  arrived  by  the  closing  date  if: 

I.  The  application  is  at  the  OHD  Re¬ 
ceiving  Office  on  or  before  the  closing 
date  of  July  20, 1977  or 

2.  The  application  is  postmarked  by 
July  15.  1977. 

I.  Late  Applications. — Late  applica¬ 
tions  are  not  accepted.  They  are  returned 
without  consideration,  and  applicants 
are  notified  accordingly. 

J.  Availability  of  Application  Forms. — 
Application  kits  which  contain  the  pre¬ 
scribed  application  forms  and  informa¬ 
tion  for  the  applicant  may  be  obtained 
by  writing: 

Division  of  Research  and  Evaluation,  Office 

of  Child  Develc^ment,  P.O.  Box  1182, 

Washington,  D.C.  20013  (Attention;  13608- 

771),  telephone:  (202  )  755-7756;  756-7758. 


(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance  Pro¬ 
gram  Number  13.608  Child  Welfare  Research 
and  Demonstration  Grants  Program) 

Dated:  May  10, 1977. 

James  L.  Robinson, 

Acting  Director. 

Office  of  Child  Development. 

Approved:  May  13, 1977. 

Arabella  Martinez, 

Assistant  Secretary  for 
Human  Development. 

|FR  Doc.77-14254  Piled  6-18-77:8:45  am) 

DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  INTERIOR 

Bureau  of  Land  Management 
(Serial  No.  1-4032 1 

IDAHO 

Opportunity  for  Public  Hearing  and  Repub¬ 
lication  of  Notice  of  Proposed  Withdrawal 

May  12.  1977. 

The  Forest  Service,  Department  of 
Agriculture,  filed  application  Serial  No. 
1-4032,  on  March  3,  1971,  for  a  with¬ 
drawal  in  relation  to  the  following  de¬ 
scribed  lands: 

Boise  Meridian,  Kaniksu  National  Forest 

LAKE  PEND  OREILLE  WATER  INFLUENCE  ZONE 

T.  55  N.,  R.  1  E. 

Sec.  12,  southwest  450  feet  of  Mineral 
Survey  No.  2995. 

The  area  described  aggregates  6.20  acres, 
more  or  less.  In  Bonner  County, 

The  applicant  desires  that  the  land  be 
preserved  fw  public  purposes  for  rec- 
reaticHi  areas  in  the  Kaniksu  National 
Forest. 

A  notice  of  the  proposed  withdrawal 
was  published  in  the  Federal  Register 
on  May  5,  1971,  Volume  No.  36,  Page 
8408  as  document  No.  71-6235. 

Pursuant  to  section  204(h)  of  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Land  Policy  and  Management  Act 
of  1976,  90  Stat.  2754,  Notice  is  hereby 
given  that  an  opportunity  for  a  public 
hearing  is  afforded  in  connection  with 
the  pending  withdrawal  application. 
All  intCTested  perscHis  who  desire  to 
be  heard  on  the  proposed  withdrawal 
must  file  a  written  request  for  a  hearing 
with  the  State  Director,  Bureau  of  Land 
Management,  Room  398,  Federal  Build¬ 
ing,  550  West  Fort  Street,  Post  Office 
Box  042,  Boise,  Idaho  83724,  on  or  before 
June  20,  1977.  Notice  of  the  public  hear¬ 
ing  will  be  published  in  the  Federal 
Register  giving  the  time  and  place  of 
such  hearing.  The  hearing  will  be  sched¬ 
uled  and  conducted  in  accordance  with 
BLM  Manual  Sec.  2351. 16B.  All  previous 
comments  submitted  in  connection  with 
the  withdrawal  application  have  been 
included  in  the  record  and  will  be  con¬ 
sidered  in  making  a  final  determination 
on  the  application. 


In  lieu  of  or  in  addition  to  attendance 
at  a  scheduled  public  hearing,  written 
comments  or  objections  to  the  pmding 
withdrawal  applicaticm  may  be  filed  with 
the  undersign^  authorized  (^cer  of  the 
Bureau  of  Land  Management  on  or  be¬ 
fore  Jime  20, 1977. 

The  above  described  lands  are  tem¬ 
porarily  segregated  from  the  operation  of 
the  public  land  laws,  including  the  min¬ 
ing  laws,  to  the  extent  that  the  with¬ 
drawal  applied  for.  if  and  when  effected, 
would  prevent  any  form  of  disposal  or 
aiH^ropriation  under  such  laws.  Current 
administrative  jurisdicticm  over  the 
segregated  lands  will  not  be  affected  by 
the  temporary  segregation.  In  accordance 
with  section  204(g)  of  the  Federal  Land 
Policy  and  Management  Act  of  1976,  the 
segregative  effect  of  the  pending  with¬ 
drawal  application  will  terminate  on  Oc¬ 
tober  20.  1991,  unless  sooner  terminated 
by  acti(Hi  of  the  Secretary  of  the  In¬ 
terior. 

All  communications  (except  for  public 
hearing  requests)  in  connection  with  the 
pending  withdrawal  application  should 
be  addressed  to  the  Chief,  Branch  of 
Lands  and  Minerals  Operations,  Bureau 
of  Management,  Room  398,  Federal 
Building,  550  West  Fort  Street,  Post 
Office  Box  042,  Boise,  Idaho  83724. 

ViNCEi»T  S.  Strobel, 

Chief,  Branch  of 
L  &  M  Operations. 

(FR  Doc.77-14307  Plied  6-18-77;8:46  am] 


|NM  305131 
NEW  MEXICO 
Application 

May  11.  1977. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that,  pursuant 
to  Section  28  of  the  Mineral  Leasing  Act 
of  1920  (30  U.S.C.  185),  as  amended  by 
the  Act  of  November  16,  1973  (87  Stat. 
576),  El  Paso  Natural  Gas  Company  has 
applied  for  one  4V^-inch  natural  gas 
pipeline  right-of-way  across  the  follow¬ 
ing  land: 

New  Mexico  Principal  Meridian, 

New  Mexico 

T.  26  N.,  R.  12  W.. 

Sec.  17.  8V4NE‘4. 

This  pipeline  will  convey  natural  gas, 
across  0.137  'mile  of  national  resource' 
land  in  San  Juan  County.  New  Mexico. 

The  purpose  of  this  notice  is  to  inform 
the  public  that  the  Bureau  will  be  pro¬ 
ceeding  with  consideration  of  whether 
the  application  should  be  approved,  and 
if  so,  under  what  terms  and  conditions. 

Interested  persons  desiring  to  express 
their  views  should  promptly  send  their 
name  and  address  to  the  District  Man¬ 
ager.  Bureau  of  Land  Management.  P.O. 
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Box  6TrO,  AUxKiueniiie.  New  Ifexloo 
87iirr. 

ntm  K.  P«anxA. 

Chief,  Breach  of 
Lamde  and  Mimerait  Operatkm*. 
ira  Doc.Tr-l«10  Fltod  »-18-Tr;«:45  vn] 


IMlf  806301 
NEW  MEXICO 
Application 

May  11,  1977. 

Notice  Is  hereby  given  that,  pursuant 
to  Section  28  of  the  Mineral  Leasing  Act 
of  1920  (30  U.S.C.  185),  as  amended  by 
the  Act  of  November  18,  1973  (87  Stat. 
576),  PhilUps  Petroleum  Company  has 
applied  for  one  4Vi-inch  natural  gas 
pipeline  right-of-way  across  the  follow¬ 
ing  land: 

New  Mexico  Pbxnczpal  Meeidian.  New  Mexico 

T.  18  S..  a.  38  X.. 

Sec.  31.  HK14NK)4. 

TWs  pipeltae  will  convey  natural  gas 
across  8.119  of  a  mile  of  national  resouroe 
land  In  Chaves  County.  New  Mexico. 

The  purpose  at  this  notice  Is  to  Inform 
the  public  that  the  Bureau  wiU  be  pro¬ 
ceeding  with  oonsideration  of  whether 
the  application  should  be  approved,  and 
If  so,  under  ^what  terms  and  conditions. 

Interested ’persons  desiring  to  express 
theta-  views  should  prosqptly  send  their 
rf.nw  and  address  to  the  Dtstriot  Man¬ 
ager,  Bureau  of  Land  Management,  P.O. 
Box  1397.  Roswell,  New  Mexico  88201. 

Fred  E.  Pedilla. 

Chief,  Branch  of 
Ixmdt  and  Minerals  Operations. 

(nt  Doe.77-14308  Filed  5-18-77:8:45  am] 


(NM  80557  and  30558] 

NEW  MEXICO 
■  Applications 

May  11.  1977. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that,  pursuant 
to  Section  28  of  the  Mineral  Leasing  Act 
of  1920  (30  n.8.C.  185),  as  amended  by 
the  Act  of  November  16,  1973  (87  Stat. 
576) ,  El  Paso  Natural  Gas  Company  has 
applied  for  a  dehydration  site  and  two 
i^incfa  natural  gas  pipeline  rlghts-of- 
way  across  the  foHowing  land : 

New  Mexico  Peincipai.  Meeidian,  New  Mexico 
T.  n  S..  a.  88  K., 

Sec.  13.  NHMEH  and  NE'^NWI^: 

Sec.  88. 

The  5  acre  dehydration  site  and  0.546 
mile  of  pipeline  are  to  be  used  in  con¬ 
nection  with  natural  gas  operations  on 
national  resource  land  is  Lea  County, 
New  Mexico. 

The  purpose  of  this  notice  is  to  inform 
the  public  that  the  Bureau  will  be  pro¬ 
ceeding  with  consideration  of  whether 
the  applications  should  be  approved,  and 
if  so,  under  what  terms  and  conditions. 

Interested  peoone  desiring  to  express 
their  views  should  promptly  send  their 
name  and  address  to  the  District  Man- 


awer.  Bureau  of  lemd  Management.  P.O. 
Box  1397,  RosweU,  New  Mexico  iSSOl. 

ntxoE.  Pauujl, 

Chief,  Branch  of 
Lands  and  Minerals  Operations. 
(FK  DOC.T7-14808  FUed  5-13-T7;S:46  ami 


(NM  30634  and  30535] 

NEW  MEXICO 
Applications 

May  12.  1977. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that,  pursuant 
to  section  28  of  the  Mineral  Leasing  Act 
of  1920  (30  u  s  e.  185),  as  amended  by 
the  Act  of  November  16.  1973  <87  Stat. 
576),  Transwestem  Pipeline  Company 
has  applied  for  two  4-lnch  natural  gaa 
pipeline  righto-of-way  across  the  follow¬ 
ing  lands: 

New  BSbxeoo  Peincwai.  Msbidxam.  New  Meeioo 

T.  17  8,  B.  23  E, 

See.  34.  NEViSWV4  and  NiiSEi4. 

T.  17  8..  R.  34  E., 

See.  18.)ots8,4,SXi48W^;  an«8%SE%; 
aac.2<l.8W%8W%; 

Sac.  30.  NXi4  and  NViNWi4. 

T.  18  8..  R.  34E:.. 

Sec.  38.  SEilNWil  and  SW%6Wi%: 

Sec.  33.  W 14  W^. 

T.  20  S..  R.  24  E.. 

Sec.  4.  lot  4; 

Sec.  5,  lot  1.  BEt4NE%  and  E^^SEH; 

Sec.  8.  N^NE>4,SW%irEH  andlTW^SE^. 

These  pipelines  will  convey  natural  gas 
across  5.736  miles  of  national  resource 
lands  In  Eddy  County,  New  Mexico. 

The  purpose  of  this  notice  is  to  inform 
the  public  that  the  Bureau  will  be  iiro- 
ceeding  with  consideration  of  whether 
the  aivlicatlons  should  be  approvedrsnd 
if  so.  under  what  tenns  and  conditions. 
Interested  persons  desiring  to  express 

their  views  ghnnlH  promptly  eptuI  tliAlr 

name  and  address  to  the  District  Man¬ 
ager,  Bureau  of  Land  Management,  P.O. 
Box  1397,  Roswell,  New  Mexico  88201. 

Fxxd  E.  Pann.ia. 

Chief.  Branch  of  T,andt  and 
Minerals  Operations. 
tFR  DOC.77-14311  Filed  5-18-77:8:45  am] 


{Wyoming  59138] 

WYOMING 

AppCcation 

May  11.  1977. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  pursuant  to 
section  28  of  the  bOnerml  Leiolng  Act  of 
1926.  as  amended  (30  UJB.C.  185),  the 
Marathon  Pipe  Line  Cosapany  of  Casper. 
Wyoming  filed  an  applicatiou  fora  right- 
of-way  to  construct  a  fi-lnch  crude  oil 
pipeline  for  the  purpose  of  transporting 
crude  oil  across  the  following  described 
national  resource  lands : 

SOTN  PaoKSPAi.  MEaflDXAW,  Wtoming 

T.  SI  K..  R.  98  W.. 

Sec.  tSk  Lose  L  8. 8. 4; 

Sac.  It.  Left  L  bhnw^,  W\4 

See.  8Si  Ni5MW)4; 

Sec.  30,  NE^NE^. 


T.  51  H..  R.  94  W, 

aae.  t.  Let  5.  BV4SWi4. 8W|4SEi4: 

See.  12.  Wi4NK)4.  Bi4SE)4.  MWi4SX)4; 

Sec.  U.  NE)4NE)4; 

T.  a  V,  R.  94  W.. 

Sec.  10.  Lota  8.  3,  4SF.  Wi4SE%; 

Sec.  14.  W^SW%; 

Sec.  15.  E^MB  Vi.  MWVtBBK.  KW148B14; 

Sec.  23.  NWV4NWV4.  BV4WV4: 

Sec.  3S.  Lota  2.8.  Wi4NBV4.  NWV4SXV4. 

The  plpdlne  wfll  transport  ofl  and 
other  synthetic  liquid  fuels  from  a  point 
in  section  28,  T.  51  N.,  R.  93  W.,  and  ex¬ 
tend  to  a  point  in  Lot  42,  section  3,  T. 
52  N..  R.  94  W..  all  in  Big  Horn  County. 
Wyoming. 

The  purpose  of  this  notice  is  to  inform 
the  public  that  the  Bureau  win  be  pro¬ 
ceeding  with  consideration  of  whether 
the  amplication  should  be  approved  and, 
if  so,  under  what  terms  and  conditions. 

Interested  persons  desiring  to  express 
their  views  should  do  so  pnHnptly.  Per¬ 
sons  submitting  comments  steiild  in¬ 
clude  their  name  and  address  and  send 
fJiptn  to  the  District  Manager.  Bureau  of 
Land  Management.  1700  Robertson  Ave¬ 
nue.  PX>.  Box  119.  Worland.  Wyoming 
82401. 

WnxjAii  S.  Gn.nxg. 

Acting  Chief.  Branch  of  Lands 
and  Minerals  Operations. 

(FR  Doc.7T-143ia  FUed  5-13-77:8:45  am] 


Geological  Survey 

(ML  AND  GAS  AND  SULPHUR  (DERA¬ 
TIONS  IN  THE  OUTER  (XINTINENTM. 
SHELF  (OCS) 

Proposed  OCS  Standard  No.  2 
(GSS-OCS-2)  Systems  Design  Analysis 

AGENCY:  Department  of  the  Interior, 
Geological  Survey. 

A(mON:  Proposed  U9GS  Standard. 

SUMMARY:  The  Geological  Survey  has 
developed  and  Is  soliciting  cnnamejits  on 
a  proposed  OCS  Standard  ((3SS-OCS-2) 
which  details  a  method  of  performing  a 
Systems  Design  Analysis  (SDA)  on  oil 
and  gas  production  facilities  on  the 
Outer  Continental  Shelf  (OCS) . 

The  SDA  is  a  method  of  identifying 
potential  undesirable  conditions — such 
as  injury  or  death  to  personnel,  fires  or 
explosions,  or  environmental  pollution — 
before  they  become  aetualitieB  (while  the 
equipment  Is  stffl  in  the  design  phase) 
and  to  permit  necessary  corrections  to 
systems  before  they  are  installed. 

DATE:  Comments  mint  be  received  on 
or  before  August  15.  1977. 

ADDRESS:  Acting  Chief,  Cemservation 
Division,  UR.  Geoiagieal  Sorvey,  Na- 
thmal  Center.  Mail  Stop  «».  12901  Sun¬ 
rise  Valley  Drive,  Reston.  Virginia 
22092. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CON¬ 
TACT: 

Gene  Bennett,  UJS.  GeologtaJ  Survey. 
434  Imperial  Office  Building,  3301 
North  Causeway  Boulevard.  P.O.  Box 
7944.  Metairie,  Louisiana  7001L  Phone 
504-837-4720.  Extension  319. 
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NOTICES 


SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION; 
Because  of  its  volume,  the  proposed 
Standard  (which  also  includes  a  sepa¬ 
rate  Appendix)  is  not  being  published 
in  the  Federal  Register.  Copies  of  this 
document  may  be  obtained  from  the 
aforementioned  Reston,  Virginia,  ad¬ 
dress. 

The  requirement  to  perform  an  SDA 
will  be  included  in  a  subsequent  OCS 
Order. 

W.  A.  Radlinski, 
Acting  Director. 

IFR  Doc.77-14313  Kled  6-18-77; 8: 45  am] 


INTERNATIONAL  TRADE 
COMMISSION 

ITA-201-25] 

LIVE  CATTLE  AND  CERTAIN  EDIBLE 
MEAT  PRODUCTS  OF  CATTLE 

Additional  Public  Hearing 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  United 
States  International  Trade  Commission 
has  scheduled  an  additional  public  hear¬ 
ing  in  its  investigation  of  live  cattle  and 
certain  meat  products  of  cattle  fit  for 
human  consumption.  The  hearing  will  be 
held  in  Kansas  City,  Mo.,  beginning  on 
Tuesday,  July  19,  1977.  The  dates  and 
places  of  previously  announced  public 
hearings  in  this  investigation,  in  Rcqiid 
City,  S.  Dak.,  beginning  on  Tuesday,  June 
14,  1977;  in  Dallas,  Tex.,  beginning  on 
Tuesday,  Jime  28,  1977;  and  in  New 
York,  N.Y.,  beginning  on  Tuesday,  July 
12, 1977,  are  unchanged.  Times  and  loca¬ 
tions  of  the  hearings  will  be  aimoimced 
later.  Requests  for  appearances  should 
be  filed  with  the  Secretary  of  the  United 
States  International  Trade  Commission, 
in  writing,  at  his  office  in  Washington, 
D.C..  not  later  than  noon  of  the  fifth 
calendar  day  preceding  the  hearing  at 
which  an  appearance  is  requested. 

Notice  of  the  investigation  and  hearing 
was  published  in  the  Federal  Register 
of  April  13,  1977  (42  FR  19389). 

Issued:  May  16, 1977. 

By  order  of  the  Commission. 

Kenneth  R.  Mason, 
Secretary. 

(PR  Doc.77-14345  Piled  5-18-77:8:46  am] 


DEPARTMENT  OF  JUSTICE 

•  Law  Enforcement  Assistance 
Administration 

GUARDS  AND  INVESTIGATORS 
COMMITTEE 

Meeting 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  Guards 
and  Investigators  Committee  of  LEAA’s 
Private  Security  Advisory  Council 
(PSAC)  will  meet  Thursday  and  Friday, 
June  2-3,  1977.  The  meeting  will  con¬ 
vene  at  9  am.  June  2,  in  the  United  Way 
North  Ro(xn  of  the  Ramada  Inn  Alex¬ 
andria.  Alexandria,  Virginia.  The  meet¬ 
ing  is  scheduled  to  adjourn  by  1  p.m., 
Jime  3. 

Discussion  at  the  meeting  will  focus 
upon  the  development  of  a  model  guard 


training  curriculum.  The  meeting  will  be 
open  to  the  public. 

For  further  information,  please  con¬ 
tact:  Mr.  William  F.  Powers,  Special 
Programs  Division,  Office  of  Regional 
Operations,  LEAA,  U.S.  Department  of 
Justice,  633  Indiana  Avenue  NW.,  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C.  20531  (202-376-3550). 

Jay  a.  Brozost, 

A  ttorney- Advisor. 

|FR  Doc.77-14315  Piled  5-18-77;8:45  am] 


PRIVATE  SECURITY  ADVISORY 
COUNCIL 

Meeting 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  Private 
Security  Advisory  Council,  an  advisory 
committee  to  LEAA,  will  meet  Wednes¬ 
day,  Thursday  and  Friday,  Jime  8,  9, 
and  10,  1977.  The  meeting  will  convene 
at  9  a.m.,  June  8,  in  the  Cameron  East 
Room  of  the  Ramada  Inn  Alexandria, 
Alexandria,  Virginia.  The  meeting  is 
scheduled  to  adjourn  by  1  p.m.,  June  10. 

Discussion  at  the  meeting  will  focus 
upon  several  reports  prepared  by  Com¬ 
mittees  of  the  Coimcil,  as  well  as  dis¬ 
cussion  of  the  recently  published  Report 
of  the  Task  Force  on  Private  Security 
and  preparation  of  recommendati<ms 
to  LEAA  re^rding  its  future  relation¬ 
ship  with  private  security.  The  meeting 
will  be  open  to  the  public. 

For  further  information,  please  con¬ 
tact:  Mr.  William  F.  Powers,  Special 
Programs  Division,  Office  of  Regional 
Operations,  LEAA,  U.S.  Department  of 
Justice,  633  Indiana  Avenue  NW.,  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C.  20531  (202-376-3550). 

Jay  a.  Brozost, 
Attorney -Advisor. 

(PR  Doc.77-14314  Piled  6-18-77:8:46  am] 


NATIONAL  CAPITAL  PLANNING 
COMMISSION 

COMPREHENSIVE  PLAN  FOR  THE  NA¬ 
TIONAL  CAPITAL-  FOREIGN  MISSIONS 
AND  INTERNATIONAL  AGENCIES 

Availability 

The  National  Capital  Planning  Com¬ 
mission  is  circulating  for  public  ccxn- 
ment  a  proposed  Foreign  Missions  and 
International  Agencies  element,  and  pro¬ 
posed  related  modifications  to  other  ele¬ 
ments,  of  the  Comprehensive  Plan  for 
the  National  Capital,  together  with  a 
Planning  Report  and  a  Description  of 
Environmental  Impact  on  the  proposed 
element  and  propped  related  modifica¬ 
tions.  Copies  of  the  materials  are  avail¬ 
able  from  the  CiHnmission’s  Office  of 
PubUc  Affairs,  1325  O  Street  NW.,  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C.  20576,  telephone  (202)  382- 
1161.  Telephone  and  written  requests 
will  be  honored. 

The  Commission  will  afford  interested 
and  affected  organizations  and  individ¬ 
uals  an  opportunity  to  present  their 
views  on  the  proposed  element,  and  on 
the  proposed  related  modifications  to 
other  elements,  of  the  Cmnprehensive 
Plan  in  writing  prior  to  and/or  in  person 
at  the  meeting  of  the  Commission  on 


July  14,  1977,  at  9:30  a.m.,  in  the  Com¬ 
mission's  Tenth  Floor  Conference  Room. 

Organizations  and  individuals  desiring 
to  make  a  statement  at  the  meeting  or 
otherwise  communicate  their  views 
should  advise  Samuel  K.  Frazier,  Jr., 
Chief,  Office  of  Public  Affairs.  To  insure 
that  written  comments  are  placed  before 
the  Commission  at  the  Commission  meet¬ 
ing,  written  statements  must  be  received 
by  Mr.  Frazier  by  July  13,  12:00  Noon. 

Daniel  H.  Shear. 

Secretary. 

May  13,  1977. 

|FR  Doc.77-14239  Filed  5-18-77:8:45  am] 


PROCEDURES  FOR  CITIZEN  PARTICIPA¬ 
TION  AND  INTERGOVERNMENTAL 
LIAISON 

Tentative  Agenda  Items 

In  order  to  provide  notice  regarding 
matters  which  may  be  acted  upon  by  the 
Commission  and  to  solicit  written  com¬ 
ments  prior  to  and  oral  comments  at 
meetings  of  the  Commission  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  the  Commission’s  Procedures 
for  Citizen  Participation  and  Intergov¬ 
ernmental  Liaison,  approved  April  7, 
1977,  there  is  set  forth  below  a  list  of 
agenda  items  tentatively  scheduled  for 
consideration  by  the  Commission  at  its 
meeting  on  June  2  and  9,  1977  and  at 
subsequent  meetings.  The  Commission 
meets  in  its  Tenth  Floor  Conference 
Room  at  1325  G  Street,  NW„  Washing¬ 
ton.  D.C. 

June  2  and  9,  1977 


File  No.  Item 

CP12 _  Capital  Improvements 


Program,  Arlington 
County,  Virginia. 
(Commission  action 
requested:  com¬ 

ments  on  Federal  in¬ 
terest  ,to  Arlington 
County  Board.) 

0180A _  Arlington  National 

Cemetery,  Arlington, 
Virginia  —  Colum¬ 
barium.  (Commis¬ 
sion  action  request¬ 
ed:  approval  of  pre¬ 
liminary  site  and 
building  plans  pur¬ 
suant  to  Section  5  of 
the  National  Capital 
Planning  Act  of 
1952.) 

0787 _  Metro:  Branch  Avenue 

Route,  South  Capitol 
and  M  Streets  to  An- 
acostia  Station,  pro¬ 
posed  alternative 
alignment.  (Commis- 
*  Sion  action  request¬ 
ed:  report  and  rec¬ 
ommendations  to 
Washington  Metro¬ 
politan  Area  Transit 
Authority.) 

0841..... _  Defense  Miqiping  Agen¬ 

cy,  Herndon,  Vir¬ 
ginia— Land  UtUlza- 
tlon  Survey  Report. 
(Commission  action 
•  requested:  comments 
to  General  Services 
Administration . ) 
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numo. 
MSB _ 


Mend  Capital  tat- 
proaameBta  Progiaai 

'  lor  tlie  National  Ci^ 

Ital  Beelon.  Flaoal 
Tear  197S  -  1983.  1678-. 
(Oommission  action 
requested ;  adoption 
pursuant  to  Section 
7(a)  of  the  National 
Capital  PlawUng  Act 
at  1M2,  as  aaiended.) 

Meaaorial  to  Bernardo 
de  Oalvea.  Virginia 
Avenue  and  2aad 
Street,  NW  (Commis¬ 
sion  action  request¬ 
ed:  approval  of  site 
and  design  pursuant 
to  PubUc  Law  94-  1674.. 
887.) 

Bolling  /  Anacostla 
'  Tract.  DUtrlct  of  Co¬ 
lumbia,  Defense  In¬ 
telligence  Agency. 
(Commission  action  ' 
requested ;  comments  I 
on  preliminary  site  ! 
and  building  ptans  | 
ptusuant  *  to  Section  . 
610<a)  of  tlllltary 
Construction  AuUior- 
Izatlon  Act,  1974.) 

National  Naval  Medical  167S — 
Center,  Bethesda. 
Maryland; 

a.  Interim  Waste¬ 
water  Treatment 
Facility.  (Com- 

m^aalofi  ftCtiOTl 

requested:  ap-  I 

proval  of  prelim-  ] 

Inary  site  and  | 
building  plans ' 
pursuant  to  Sec¬ 
tion  6  at  the  Na¬ 
tional  Capital  1599.. 
Planning  Act  of 
1953.) 

b.  Armed  Forces 
Radiological  Be- 
seareh  Institute, 

Animal  Research 
Paetlity.  (Com- 
■laalrn  actlan 
raqueated :  ap¬ 

proval  of  prelim¬ 
inary  site  and 
bunding  plans 
pursuant  to  See- 
tton  5  of  the  Na- 
tteml  Capital  1670.. 
Plaaning  Act  at 
1963.) 

Street  and  alley 

part  of  Vlrrrlala  Ave¬ 
nue,  SB.,  adjacent  to 
TT  S.  Reservation  36  at 
Ninth  Street  (S.O. 

78-346).  (Comaie- 
skm  eetioo  request¬ 
ed ;  reoommendatlem 
to  Council  of  tbe  Dle- 
trtet  of  Colunabia 
pursuant  to  D.C. 

Code,  see.  7-481.) 

Natlonel  Boologteal 
Park.  Central  Area  MP<B 
Development,  Reno- 
vattons  to  Small  . 
Meaamala  Building. 

Reptile  House  and 
New  Outdoor  Exhibit. 
(OauHBtaston  action 
mquaeted:  approval 
of  preliminary  aUc . 
and  building  plans 


pursuant  to  National 
Capital  Plamtag  Aot 
at  MBS  Md  DXl. 
Code.  aae.  6-438  ) 

Oommunl^  Headquar¬ 
ters  Building,  1734  F 
Street,  NW..  Exterior 
stairway.  (Otmunla- 
Eton  action  request¬ 
ed:  approval  at  pre¬ 
liminary  and  final 
site  and  building 
plaDs  pursuant  to 
Section  5  of  the  Na¬ 
tional  Capital  Plan¬ 
ning  Act  of  1953  and 
DC.  Code,  aoc.  6- 
438.) 

Z-nlng  Caaaaalaaion 
Case  No.  76-17.  Map 
amendment  R-l-B  to 
R-3.  Arizona  Avenue 
and  MacArthur  Bou- 
lerurd,  NW  (lots  806 
and  807  In  Square 
1441  and  lot  8S8  In 
Square  1417).  (Oom- 
mlaaton  actlan  re¬ 
quested:  report  to 
Zoning  Commission 
pursuant  to  D.C. 
Code,  see.  6-417.) 

Zo'ilng  Ciniliwlnn 
Case  No.  78-38.  Map 
amendment  R-l-B  to 
C-1  at  Artaona  Ave¬ 
nue  and  MacArthur 
Boulevard.  NW.  (lots 
43  and  833  In  Square 
141T) .  (Commission 
action  requested ;  re¬ 
port  to  Zoning  Oom- 

DC.  Cede,  aec.  6- 
417.) 

Zoning  Commission 
Case  No.  76-1 4P.  pre¬ 
liminary  application 
for  planned  unit  de¬ 
velopment  and  map 
anaendBKnt  from  B- 
A-C  to  C-8-B.  Square 
131.  (Cnmmlastnw  nc- 
tion  requested:  sup¬ 
plemental  report  to 
Zoning  Commlsalon 
ptuuiiant  to  Seettou 
8<a)  at  Xattennl  Oup- 
ttal  Ftanning  Act  at 
1063.  as  amended.) 

Zoning  Commlaaion 
Case  No.  76-4,  map 
amendment  R-l-B  to 
G-1,  19SS  Wlsooneln 
Avenue.  NW.  (pert  at 
lota  tl6  and  1009  In  | 
Square  1399).  (Com¬ 
mission  action  re¬ 
quested :  report  to 
Zoning 

pursuant  to  DC. 
Code,  aec.  S-417.) 

Lsaa  Id.  1977 

Tfest  Potomac  Pailc. 
Dlstnet  of  Columbls: 

A  Subarea  Master 
Plan.  (Oommls- 
alon  action  re¬ 
quested:  approv¬ 
al  pursuant  to  ^ 
Beet  km  6  of  tbe 


naiming  Act  eC 
1083.) 


FBeBo.  ttem 

0878 _  b-  PranABn  Delann 

Ruoeavelt  lismo- 

rial.  (Comnals- 
stoB  acMan  le- 
quaatad:  epprov- 
el  of  preliminary 
site  and  building 
plana  pursuant 
to  Section  S  of 
the  National 
Capital  PISBBlng 
Act  of  1063.) 

MP134 _ — Henderaon  Hall.  Arling¬ 

ton  County.  Virginia, 
Master  Plan.  (Oom- 
miaalon  action  re¬ 
quested:  approval 

pursuant  to  Section 
S  of  the  National 
Capital  Planning  Act 
of  1952.) 

National  Naval  tfodlcal 
Center,  Betheada, 

kfaryland: 

1611 _  a.  Bowling  Alley. 

(Commlsskm  ac¬ 
tion  requested ; 
approval  of  final 
site  and  building 
plans  ptnanant 
to  Section  S  of 
tbe  National 

Capital  Planning 
Act  of  1953.) 

1650  _  b.  Exchange.  (Oom- 

mlaalon  action 
requested;  ap¬ 
proval  of  prellfn- 
Inary  alta  and 
building  plans 
purwuant  to  Sec¬ 
tion  5  at  the  Na¬ 
tional  Capital 
''  Planning  Act  of 

1952.) 

1669  -  Zoning  Commission 

Case  No.  78-1,  South- 
ivast  Urban  Renewal 
Area.  (Commlaaion 
action  reonested:  re¬ 
port  to  Zoning  Com- 
mlavlon  wursnant  to 
D.C.  Code.  aec.  6- 
417.) 

Auctmi  4  ann  ll,  1977 

MP120 - Washington  Navy  Yard. 

8th  and  M  Streets 
SE.,  Revised  Master 
Phm.  (Commlsalon 
action  requested:  ap- 
preval  pureuaut  to 
Beetlan  6  ef  the  Na- 
ttanal  Cagdtal  Plan¬ 
ning  Act  of  1963.) 

The  Oommisskm  affords  Interested  and 
affected  organteattons  and  IndlvWtials  an 
opportimlty  to  present  OieJr  views  on 
any  of  the  items  in  writing  prior  to  and/ 
or  In  person  at  the  meeting  at  which  such 
Item  fa  considered,  with  such  limitations 
on  the  number  and  length  of  oral  presen¬ 
tations  as  the  agenda  item  and  the 
length  of  the  agenda  appear  to  warrant. 

OrganfaattoBs  and  individuate  desir¬ 
ing  to  medee  a  statement  or  otberwtee 
communicate  their  views  on  any  item 
tentatively  schedided  for  the  June  3  and 
9  meeting  should  advfae  Samuel  K. 
Frazier,  Ir..  Chief.  Office  of  Public  Af¬ 
fairs,  National  Capital  Planning  Com¬ 
mission.  Waahingfnn.*  DC.  30539.  teie- 
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phone  382-1161.  Copies  of  the  Executive 
Director’s  Recommendation  on  any  item 
on  the  agenda  for  the  June  2  and  9  meet¬ 
ing  may  be  obtained  from  Mr.  Frazier 
on  or  after  May  31.  Agenda  items  with 
respect  to  which  no  organization  or  indi¬ 
vidual  has  advised  Mr.  Frazier  by  Thurs¬ 
day,  May  26,  12:00  Noon,  of  a  desire  to 
present  views  in  person  to  the  Commis¬ 
sion  and  on  which  the  Executive  Direc¬ 
tor  recommends  approval  or  a  favorable 
report,  may  be  placed  on  the  “ccmsent 
calendar”  and  acted  upon  by  the  Com¬ 
mission,  without  presentation  or  discus¬ 
sion,  at  the  beginning  of  the  Commission 
meeting  on  June  2.  To  insure  that 
written  comments  on  any  item  are  placed 
before  the  Commission  prior  to  Com¬ 
mission  action  thereon,  written  state¬ 
ments  must  be  received  by  Mr.  Frazier, 
by  Wednesday,  Jime  1, 12 :00  Noon. 

The  Cwnmission’s  Procedures  for 
Citizens  Participation  and  Intergovern¬ 
mental  Liaison,  copies  of  which  may  be 
obtained  from  Mr.  Frazier,  generally 
provide  that  comments  on  District  plans 
and  projects  should  address  their  effect 
on  the  Federal  establishment  and/or  on 
Federal  in^rests  in  the  National  Capital 
Region. 

Daniel  H.  Shear, 
Secretary. 

May  13,  1977. 

fFB  Doc.77-14238  Filed  5-18-77:8:45  am] 

NATIONAL  COMMISSION  ON 
ELECTRONIC  FUND  TRANSFERS 
SUPPLIERS  COMMITTEE;  COMPETITION 
AMONG  VENDORS 
Request  for  Comment 

The  National  Commission  on  Elec¬ 
tronic  Fund  Transfers  (NCEFT)  is  ex¬ 
amining  competition  in  the  EIFT  sup¬ 
pliers  market. 

This  Investigation,  authorized  by  Title 
n  of  Pub.  L.  93-495  is  intended  to  aid 
the  Commission  in  develc^ing  its  re¬ 
commendations  to  Congress  and  the 
President  regarding  appropriate  admin¬ 
istrative  action  and  legislation  necessary 
in  conecticm  with  the  possible  develop¬ 
ment  of  public  or  private  electronic 
fund  transfer  syst^ns. 

As  part  of  its  Investigation,  the  CMn- 
mission  is  soliciting  the  views  of  knowl¬ 
edgeable  groups  and  Individuals  mi  the 
discussi<m  paper  and  the  trial  recom¬ 
mendations  contained  in  it.  These  rec¬ 
ommendations  are  tentative  in  nature, 
and  do  not  reflect  the  cmisensus  opinion 
of  the  NCEIFT.  niey  are  the  result  of 
studies  in  secondary  source  material  and 
consultations  made  with  experts  In  the 
fltids  of  economics,  communicaticMis 
regulations,  and  antitrust  law.  In  addi¬ 
tion  to  comments  on  the  asserticms  in 
the  paper,  and  the  recommoidatlons 
themselves,  comments  should  be  made  re¬ 
garding  the  effects  which  these  recom- 
mmidatimis  may  have  on:  _ 

(1)  TTie  cost  and  availability  of  EFT 
services  to  small  businesses,  financial  in- 
stitutimis  and  the  general  public: 

(2)  The  encouragement  or  discour- 
agement  to  innovatlmi  In  EFT  system 
development  which  might  result; 


(3)  The  selection  of  equipment  and 
services  which  would  be  avaUable  to  EFT 
providers; 

(4)  The  potential  effect  on  exchange 
of  transaction  data  between  geographi¬ 
cally  separate  EFT  systems  (inter¬ 
change)  ; 

(5)  The  practical  consequences  of  an 
arm’s-length  separate  subsidiary  struc¬ 
ture  for  telecommunications  carrier  in¬ 
volvement; 

(6)  The  sharing  of  EFT  systems  be¬ 
tween  or  among  financial  institutions; 
and 

(7)  The  entry  cost  to  suppliers  to  pro¬ 
vide  EFT  equipment  and  services  to 
consiuners. 

Anyone  may  submit  a  written  state¬ 
ment  for  the  public  record  of  the  Com¬ 
mission.  Written  statements  and  any 
supporting  documentation  must  be 
received  by  the  Executive  Director,  Na¬ 
tional  Commission  on  EFT,  1000  Con¬ 
necticut  Avenue  NW.,  Suite  900,  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C.  20036,  by  Jime  20,  1977. 
These  statements  will  be  available  for 
public  review  and  comment  for  a  period 
of  ten  (10)  days  following  June  20.  For 
further  information  contact  either  John 
J.  McDonnell,  Jr.,  or  Diana  L.  Jones  at 
202-634-1823. 

I.  Summary  and  Conclusions 

1.  The  National  Commission  on  Elec¬ 
tronic  Fund  Transfers  (NCEFT)  has 
made  recommendations  to  Congress  in 
its  interim  report  ‘  in  several  areas  which 
are  vital  in  determining  the  ways  in 
which  EFT  will  develop.  Among  the  is¬ 
sues  dealt  with  in  these  recommenda¬ 
tions  are  consumer  rights  and  responsi¬ 
bilities  in  EFT,  the  appropriate  level  of 
regulation  of  EFT  terminals  by  financial 
regulatory  bodies,  how  and  imder  what 
circumstances  EFT  systems  and  termi¬ 
nals  should  be  shared,  and  the  role  of 
the  federal  government  in  the  operation 
of  EFT  systems  and  services. 

2.  In  making  all  of  its  recommenda¬ 
tions  to  date,  the  Commission  has  been 
guided  by  its  mandate  to  preserve  and 
promote  competition  while  minimizing 
government  regulation  and  protecting 
the  rights  and  options  of  consumers.* 

3.  The  Suppliers  Committee  has  re¬ 
cently  completed  its  examination  of  an¬ 
other  area  critical  to  the  growth  and  de¬ 
velopment  of  EFT  systems  and  services. 
It  involves  the  development  and  sale  of 
the  equipment  and  services  required  to 
construct  and  operate  EFT  systems. 


lEFT  and  the  Public  Interest,  Superin¬ 
tendent  of  Dociunents,  UJS.  Government 
Printing  OlBce,  Washington.  D.C.  20402 
(stock  No.  048-000-00208-0). 

*  “Central  to  all  of  the  Commission’s  In¬ 
quiries  has  been  a  recognition  that  the  con¬ 
sumer’s  interests  are  primary  in  aU  reg\ila- 
tory,  legislative,  and  policy  decisions  affecting 
EFT,  and  the  consumer’s  interests  must  be 
reflected  in  such  decisions.  The  consumer's 
Interests  are  considered  by  the  Commission 
to  be  the  most  critical  factor  In  aU  it’s  rec¬ 
ommendations.  Also  of  central  importance 
to  the  Commission’s  work  has  been  the  beUef 
that  competition  and  the  free  market  syston 
afford  the  cons\imer  the  most  diverse  choices 
at  the  least  cost.”,  ibid.,  p.  zli. 


4.  In  examining  this  marketidace  the 
Suppliers  Committee  has  evaluated  the 
roles  in  EFT  of  communications  com¬ 
mon  carriers,  computer  equipment  ven¬ 
dors,  data  processing  service  bureaus,  fi¬ 
nancial  institutions,  and  federal  and 
state  communications  regulatory  agen¬ 
cies. 

5.  The  Suppliers  Committee  has  found 
that  changes  in  the  technology  upon 
which  EFT  systems  are  based  have  been 
rapid.  Uncertainties  in  the  existing  law 
which  governs  the  nation’s  telecomimi- 
catlons  system  create  the  potential  that 
existing  or  proposed  EFT  systems  may 
fall  under  the  purview  of  commimica- 
tions  regulatory  agencies.  This  means 
that  government  agencies  with  primary 
responsibility  for  telephone  service  could 
also  control  entrance,  exit,  rates,  and 
services  available  in  EFT  systems.  This 
has  not  yet  occurred,  but  the  potential 
is  real. 

6.  Aside  from  this  potential,  related 
problems  that  have  required  examination 
were  forcefully  brought  to  the  Suppliers 
Committee’s  attention  at  its  December 
1976  hearings.  The  potential  exists,  it 
was  said,  for  unfair  competition  between 
regulator  telecommunications  companies 
and  data  processing  companies  compet¬ 
ing  to  supply  EFT  providers  with  similar 
services.  After  an  initial  examination,  it 
was  determined  that  existing  accounting 
procedures  in  the  telecommunications  in¬ 
dustry  and  the  vertically  integrated  na¬ 
ture  of  the  telephone  industry  prevent 
any  real  comparison  of  the  costs  of  re¬ 
search,  development,  promotion,  manu¬ 
facture,  and  maintenance  of  EFT  sys¬ 
tems  components  thus  making  the  prov¬ 
ing  of  the  allegations  difficult,  if  not  im¬ 
possible. 

7.  However,  faced  with  these  problems 
and  the  belief  that  development  of  EFT, 
with  the  proper  safeguards  for  consum¬ 
ers  and  for  competition  between  finan¬ 
cial  institutions,  should  be  beneficial  to 
the  nation,  the  Suppliers  Committee  feels 
required  to  point  out  potential  road¬ 
blocks  to  the  development  of  EFT. 

8.  After  consideration  of  the  various 
technological  and  legal  uncertainties  af¬ 
fecting  EFT,  the  anti-competitive  prob¬ 
lem  which  are  alleged  to  exist  in  the 
EFT  marketplace  and  the  several  altern¬ 
ative  solutions  available,  the  Suppliers 
Committee  is  considering  asking  the 
Commission  to  endorse  the  following 
specific  recommendations  to  Congress. 

9.  Except  for  compliance  with  the 
Federsd  Communications  Commission 
(PCC)  registration  requirements,  EFT 
terminal  equipment  should  not  be  regu¬ 
lated  by  either  state  or  federal  com¬ 
munications  regulatory  agencies; 

10.  Only  the  underlying  communlca- 
ticms  transmission  and  distrlbutimi 
(transparent)  facilities  used  with  EFT 
systems  should  continue  to  be  regulated 
by  appropriate  state  and  federal  c(Mn- 
munications  regulatory  agencies  and 
<mly  to  the  extent  they  are  provided  by 
first  level  established  or  specialized  com- 
m<m  carriers; 

11.  EFT  system  services  and  related 
terminal  equipment  should  not  be  offered 
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under  tariff  by  regulated  communica¬ 
tions  commcm  carriers.  IT  offered  by 
companies  which  also  provide  regulated 
communications  c(Hnmon  carrier  serv¬ 
ices,  and/or  terminal  equipment  should 
be  offered  only  through  a  separate  arms- 
length  unregulated  subsidiary.  Legisla¬ 
tion  should  be  ad(H>ted  which  would  per¬ 
mit  ATfcT  to  establish  such  a  separate 
subsidiary,  notwithstanding  the  restric¬ 
tion  of  the  1956  Consent  Decree  or 
current  PCC  rules. 

12.  It  is  premature  to  establish  fed¬ 
erally  mandated  standards  for  EFT  ter¬ 
minals  and  systems.  At  the  same  time, 
interface  standards  and  communication 
protocols  used  by  EFT  equipment  manu¬ 
facturers  who  achieve  a  dominant  posi¬ 
tion  in  the  market  must  be  made 
publicU^  available  in  a  timely  fashion. 

n.  iKTRODUCnON 

13.  Uncertainties  in  regulations,  stand¬ 
ards,  and  other  factors  have  tended  to 
retanl  EFT  developments.  These  uncer¬ 
tainties  may  artificially  hold  back  tech¬ 
nological  development,  add  unnecessary 
costs  to  EFT  systems,  and  limit  the  vari¬ 
ety  and  scope  of  FIT  offerings.  Fhture 
EFT  developments  will  likely  be  frag¬ 
mented  by  geographical  areas  and  more 
costly  if  resolutions  to  these  uncertain¬ 
ties  are  not  found.  Furthermore,  aUega- 
tions  have  been  made  that  the  present 
market  stnictme  has  created  anti-com¬ 
petitive  problems  that  could  also  present 
artlflcial  obstacles  to  EFT  development. 
Therefore,  the  Suppliers  Committee  has 
found  it  necessary  to  examine  the  alter¬ 
natives  which  are  available  to  resolve  the 
problems  which  arise  from  these  uncer¬ 
tainties  and  make  the  appropriate  rec- 
ommendaticms  to  ConfTress.  In  order  to 
understand  the  alternatives  which  are 
available,  it  is  necessary  to  understand 
the  basic  structure  of  the  two  industries 
which  are  competing  for  the  FIFT  market, 
the  unregulated  data  processing  industry 
(consisting  of  both  equipment  manufac¬ 
turers  and  service  bureaus)  and  the  reg¬ 
ulated  communications  Industries. 

m.  Market  Structure 

14.  Twenty-five  years  ago  it  was  simple 
to  differentiate  between  the  data  proc¬ 
essing  industry'  and  the  telecommuni¬ 
cations  industry.  The  data  processing 
industry  supplied  hardware,  such  as  a 
central  processing  unit  (CPU)  and  vari¬ 
ous  peripherals.  These  devices  were  col¬ 
located  and  performed  data  processing 
in  a  batch  m(^e,  that  is,  work  was  physi¬ 
cally  brought  to  the  computer  room  by 
the  user.  Some  manufacturers  also  pro¬ 
vided  data  processing  services  through 
wholly-owned  service  bureaus. 

15.  Flven  then,  the  basic  technology — 
relays  and  vacuum  tube  switches — being 
utilized  by  both  the  data  processing  in¬ 
dustry  and  the  telecommunications  in¬ 
dustry  was  the  same.  Engineers,  caUed 
logic  designers,  designed  both  the  central 
circuit  switches  being  utilized  by  the 
common  carriers  (telephone  companies) 
and  the  CPU’s  and  peripherals  of  the 
computer  industry. 

16.  The  primary  difference  between  the 
two  Industries  was  not  techhology  but 


fimctlon.  The  common  carria*s  tradi¬ 
tionally  provided  the  wherewithal  for 
communications  and  the  computer  man¬ 
ufacturers  provided  data  processing 
equipment.  But  one  other  major  differ¬ 
ence  existed — the  communications  in¬ 
dustry  was  regulated  as  to  entry,  exit, 
and  pricing  and  the  data  processing  In- 
dustiT  was  not. 

17.  The  entire  communications  indus¬ 
try  was  reg\dated  by  the  Federal  Com¬ 
munications  Commission  under  the  Com¬ 
munications  Act  of  1934  primarily  be¬ 
cause  communications  in  1934  was 
deemed  to  have  the  characteristics  of  a 
natural  monopoly*  and,  therefore,  sub¬ 
ject  to  regulation  for  the  public  good. 

18.  The  FCC’s  jurisdiction  was  limited 
to  interstate  communications,  while  each 
state  brought  intrastate  communlcatioas 
under  regulation  through  a  state  regula¬ 
tory  agency , 

19.  Over  the 'last  twenty-five  years 
there  has  been  a  restructuring  of  both 
industries  through  antitrust  proceedings, 
changes  in  regulatory  policy,  and  rapid 
technological  development. 

20.  The  initial  restructuring  took  place 
in  1956  when  the  dominant  company  in 
the  data  processing  Industry  (IBM)  and 
the  dominant  company  in  the  telecom- 
mimications  Industry  (ATfcT)  entered 
into  Consent  Decrees  to  settle  antitrust 
suits  initiated  by  the  U.S.  Department 
of  Justice. 

21.  The  principal  provision  of  IBM’s 
Consent  Decree*  was  that  IBM  was  re¬ 
quired  to  operate  its  data  processing  serv¬ 
ice  business  as  a  separate  subsidiary.  The 
principal  provision  of  AT&T’s  Consent 
Decree*  was  that  AT&T  agreed  to  limit 


■  "Natural  monopoly  occurs  when  econ¬ 
omies  of  scale  are  so  extensive  relative  to  the 
size  of  the  market  that  only  one  firm  can 
operate  efficiently  within  the  bounds  of  mar¬ 
ket  demand.  Remedy  by  means  of  the  struc¬ 
tural  modifications  Intended  to  preate  com¬ 
petitive  conditions  Is  Impossible.  Instead, 
direct  regrilatlon,  under  the  rubric  of  ‘public 
utility’  regulation  has  been  utilized.”  Almarln 
PhUllps,  "Promoting  Competition  In  Regu¬ 
lated  Markets.”  Brookings  Institution,  1975. 
One  of  the  most  unfortunate  phrases  ever  in¬ 
troduced  Into  law  or  economics  was  the 
phrase  ‘natural  monopoly’.  Every  monopoly 
Is  a  product  of  public  policy.  No  present 
monopoly,  public  or  private,  can  be  traced 
back  through  history  In  a  pure  form. 
(N)atural  monopolies  In  fact  originated  In 
response  to  a  belief  that  some  goal,  or  goals, 
of  public  policy  would  be  advanced  by  en¬ 
couraging  or  permitting  a  m<»opoly  to  be 
formed,  and  discouraging  or  forbidding 
future  cmnpetltlon  with  this  monopoly.” 
James  R.  Nelson.  “The  Role  of  Competition  In 
the  Regulated  Industries”  11  “The  Antitrust 
Bulletin”  1,3  (Jan.-Apr.,  1966). 

*V.S.  V.  IBM.  1956  “Trade  Cases,"  pp.  68. 
945  (8.DJI.T..  1956)  amended.  ClvU  No.  73- 
344  (S.DJ4.T.  1963  and  1970) . 

•  US.  V.  Western  Electric,  1966  “Trade 
Cases,”  par.  68,  346.  "The  defendant  AT&T 
Is  enjoined  and  restrained  from  engaging 
either  directly,  or  Indirectly  through  Its  sub¬ 
sidiaries  other  than  through  Western  and 
Western’s  subsidiaries.  In  any  business  other 
than  the  furnishing  of  common  carrier  com¬ 
munications;  •  •  •**  Westsrn  Bectrte,  tbn 


Its  activities  to  providing  only  common 
carrier  communications  services.  Tlais 
provision  became  one  of  the  principle 
deterrents  to  AT&T’s  entering  the  data 
processing  maiiietplace  as  a  supplier. 

22.  The  decade  .foUowlng  1956  was 
marked  by  rapid  technological  growth 
in  both  the  data  processing  and  com¬ 
munications  industries.  The  advent  of 
the  transistor  drastically  changed  the 
size  and  speed  of  computers  and  com¬ 
munications  switches.  With  the  advent 
of  computerized  airline  reservation  sys¬ 
tems  the  era  of  on-line,  real  time  data 
processing  had  begun  and  computers 
were  utilized  extensively  in  telecommu¬ 
nications  netwwks.  It  became  increas¬ 
ingly  difficult  for  the  PCC  to  determine 
which  services  and  products  of  common 
carriers  should  be  regulated  and  which 
should  not.  This  situation  led  in  1966 
to  the  first  Computer  Inquiry.*  Several 
years  later  the  FCX;  published  rules  defin¬ 
ing  the  role  of  common  carriers  in  data 
processing.' 

23.  The  last  decade  has  been  a  period 
of  even  more  rapid  growth  and  change. 
Advances  in  technology  (micro  proces¬ 
sors)  and  data  communications  utiliza¬ 
tion  (distributed  processing)  have 
caused  a  further  blurring  of  the  distinc¬ 
tion  between  communications  and  data 
processing.  It  is  no  longer  certain  which 
services  should  be  regulated  as  com¬ 
munications  services.  This  phenomenon 
has  caused  the  F'CC  to  reopen  the  Com¬ 
puter  Inquiry.*  Nowhere  is  the  problem 
more  evident  than  in  existing  and  emerg¬ 
ing  electronic  fund  transfer  (EFT) 
systems. 

24.  IBM  has  been,  and  is,  the  defend- 
ent  in  several  antitrust  proceedings. 


manufacturing  subsidiary  of  AT&T,  Is  also 
“enjoined  and  restrained  from  engaging, 
either  directly  or  Indirectly,  In  any  business 
not  of  a  character  or  type  engaged  In  *  *  * 
for  (the  operating)  companies  of  the  Bell 
System*  • 

*  Regulatory  and  policy  problems  presented 
by  the  Interdependence  of  computer  and 
communication  services  and  faculties,  28  VCC 
3d.  367,  (final  decision  and  order.  1971).  28 
FCC  2d.  291  (tentotive  decision,  1970). 

’47  CPR  64.703  (1976).  The  “computer 
rules”  which  were  adopted  as  a  result  of  the 
first  computer  Inquiry,  require  that  com¬ 
munications  common  carriers  offer  data  proc¬ 
essing  services  oiUy  through  separate  arms- 
length  subsidiaries,  modeled  after  the  1956 
IBM  consent  decree  limitation  on  The  Serv¬ 
ice  Bureau  Company.  See  Gilchrist  and  Wea¬ 
sel,  “Government  Regulation  of  the  Com¬ 
puter  Industry,”  (1973).  ”Arms-length”  In 
this  context  requires  a  separate  board  of 
directors,  separate  books,  capitalization  and 
Identifiable  payments  to  the  parent  corpo¬ 
ration  tar  shared  research  and  development, 
marketing,  legal  services,  and  lobbying  ex¬ 
penses.  Provisions  of  the  “final”  computer 
rules  which  prohibited  dealings  between  the 
carrier  and  Its  data  processing  subsidiary 
were  struck  down  on  court  appeal.  OTE  Serv¬ 
ice  Corporation  v.  ECC.  474  P.  3d  724  (1973). 

*  “In  the  Matter  of  Amendment  of  1 64.703 
of  the  Commission’s  rules  and  regulations”, 
61  FOC  3d.  103  (August  9.  1976).  The  Inquiry 
was  significantly  modified  by  an  addltlmial 
notice,  released  March  8,  1977,  43  FB  18039 
(March  8,  1977). 
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Some  have  been  Initiated  by  private  com¬ 
panies,  others  by  the  UJB.  Department  of 
Justice.*  Since  the  second  Department  of 
Justice  antitrust  suit  was  filed  in  1969, 
two  major  companies  have  abandoned 
the  computer  field.**  In  spite  of  this  fact, 
and  in  spite  of  the  problems  which  have 
spawned  all  of  the  antitrust  litigation, 
there  are  more  ccHnpanies  c(»ipeting  in 
the  data  processing  industry  today  than 
ever  before.**  This  is  primarily  due  to  the 
rapidly  changing  technology. 

25.  AT&T  today  is  also  engaged  in  both 
private**  and  government  antitrust  ac¬ 
tion.**  Also,  because  of  new  technology 
and  FCC  policy,  it  is  facing  more  com¬ 
petition  in  non-monopoly  service  offer¬ 
ings  than  ever  before. 

26.  Communications  facilities  and 
services  are  now  provided  by  or  are 
capable  of  being  provided  by  a  variety 
of  entities:  Telephone  companies**, 
specialized  common  carriers  who  own 
their  own  facilities  **,  and  resellers  who 
broker  or  add  value  to  facilities  obtained 
from  other  commimications  common 
carriers  (underlying  carriers).**  While 

•••U.S.  V.  IBM”.  (Civil  Action  No.  69-200, 
S.D.N.Y.)  was  filed  In  1969.  The  only  private 
suit  which  has  proceeded  to  trial  and  deci¬ 
sion  was  Telex  v.  IBM,  510  F.  2d  894  (10th 
Clr.  1975) ,  although  a  settlement  was  reached 
prior  to  Supreme  Court  consideration  of  the 
petition  for  certiorari. 

“RCA  and  General  Electric. 

“  "The  Director  of  Vendors  contains  •  •  • 
430  companies  that  offer  a  wide  range  of  prod¬ 
ucts  and  services  of  Interest  to  banks  and 
thrift  Institutions”,  "Datapro  Reports  on 
Banking  Automation”,  1976. 

“  These  cases  have  been  brought  by  equip¬ 
ment  manufacturers,  specialized  common 
carriers,  radio-telephone  carriers,  and  cable 
television  companies.  Such  cases  tend  to 
drag  on  for  years  until  out  of  court  settle¬ 
ments  are  reached.  On  the  complexity  and 
expense  of  antitrust  litigation  generally,  see 
Klnter,  “An  Antitrust  Primer”,  2d  Edition. 
MacMillan.  1973,  p.  138. 

“  The  government  antitrust  suit  seeks 
divestiture  of  Western  Electric,  the  AT&T 
Long  Lines  Division,  and  parts  of  Bell  Labs, 
from  the  parent  company.  V.S.  v.  American 
Telephone  and  Telegraph  Company,  Civ.  Ac¬ 
tion  No.  74-1698  (D.D.C.,  filed  Nov.  20.  1974). 

**  There  are  23  Bell  operating  companies 
and  about  1600  Independent  telephone  com¬ 
panies,  most  of  which  are  relatively  small, 
although  some  larger  companies  are  owned 
by  General  Telephone  and  Electric.  All  of 
these  telephone  companies  are  Intercon¬ 
nected  for  long-distance  service  by  AT&T 
Long  Lines — although  a  recently  Initiated 
OomSat  General  Corp.  satellite  system  now 
connects  the  GTE  companies  while  by-pass¬ 
ing  the  Bell  Long  Lines  system  of  land-based 
microwave  relay  towers  and  cables. 

”A  new  class  of  Intercity  telecommxmica- 
tions  supplier,  created  by  a  FCC  1971  deci¬ 
sion.  They  build  terrestrial  and/or  sateUlte 
microwave  facilities  to  provide  "private  line 
service”  to  large  business  users  in  con^>e- 
tltion  with  AT&T.  The  SCCs  Include  Micro- 
wave  Communications  Inc.,  Southern  Pacific 
OcMnmimicatlons,  Inc.,  RCA  Global  Com- 
munlcatioas,  among  others. 

“Resale  carrier”  is  a  new  nomenclature 
for  a  company  which  leases  circuits  from  an 
"underlying  carrier"  and  adds  additional 
equ4>ment  to  offer  new  communloations 
services,  such  as  “padcet-switchlng”  for  data 
transmission.  Another  application  has  been 


these  entities  vary  greatly  in  size  and 
services  offered,  they  have  one  thing  in 
ctmimon — ^regulation.  Regulation  affects 
entry  into  and  exit  from  mailtets,  juic¬ 
ing,  an  entity’s  ability  to  raise  money, 
and  in  some  cases  conwrate  structure.** 
In  some  cases  a  communications  user 
may  provide  its  own  private  facilities  or 
may  share  facilities  with  other  users. 
While  these  arrangements  are  not  di¬ 
rectly  regulated  as  common  carrier  offer¬ 
ings,  they  too  are  affected  by  regula¬ 
tion. 

27.  The  last  decade  has  also  seen  the 
emergence  of  consumer  oriented  elec¬ 
tronic  funds  transfer  systems  and  serv¬ 
ices.  Together,  these  two  industries — 
data  processing  and  communications — 
provide  the  infrastructure  for  EFT 
systems  and  services. 

28.  For  several  years  depository  in¬ 
stitutions  and  retailers  have  been  in¬ 
stalling  proprietary  EFT  systems  utiliz¬ 
ing  both  attended  and  unattended  ter¬ 
minals.  These  systems  have  been  as¬ 
sembled  from  computer  equipment 
manufactured  by  both  large  and  small 
manufacturers.  This  equipment  has  been 
connected  using  phone  lines  provided  by 
regulated  communications  common  car¬ 
riers  under  existing  state  and  federal 
tariffs. 

29.  Systems  are  now  being  developed 
involving  several  dejxwltory  institutions. 
In  some  cases  these  sjrstems  are  as¬ 
sembled  by  connecting  several  pn^rie- 
tary  ssrstems  of  the  type  outlined  above. 
The  mechanism  that  accomplished  this 
interconnection  is  called  a  switch. 

30.  A  switch  is  nothing  more  than  a 
computer  programmed  to  i>erform  the 
communication  function  of  routing  mes¬ 
sages  to  their  proper  destination.  In  ad¬ 
dition,  in  an  EFT  system  the  computer, 
which  is  the  switch,  usually  perforjns 
data  processing  fimctlons  such  as  settle¬ 
ment  and  provision  of  an  audit  trail  for 
transactions.  It  is  also  i>ossible  to  con¬ 
figure  a  system  where  the  terminals 
communicate  directly  with  the  switch 
and  the  switch  communicates  with  the 
computers  of  the  various  dejxisitory  in¬ 
stitutions. 

31.  For  all  configurations,  the  entire 
system,  consisting  of  terminals,  switch 
and  dejx>sitory  institution  j>rocessing 
centers,  can  be  assembled  using  equli>- 
ment  obtained  from  data  processing 
equipment  manufacturers  and  tariffed 

facsimile  transmission  of  documents  and 
graphic  Information.  These  new  cmnpanles 
have  often  been  called  “value-added”  car¬ 
riers.  Among  the  first  of  this  new  class  of 
carrier  are  Telenet  and  Graphnet.  The  man¬ 
ner  in  which  these  companies  are  to  be 
regulated,  or  left  alone  as  shared  systems, 
and  the  borderline  between  the  two  are  now 
a  subject  of  AT&T  et  oL  v.  FCC,  (No.  77- 
4057,  et.  al.  2nd  Clr.).  The  case  has  raised 
special  concerns  In  the  computer  Industry 
which  fears  that  remote  data  processing 
services  now  unregulated  may  now  become 
subject  to  regulation. 

”See  Draft  Internal  Working  Document 
45  entitled  "The  Effect  of  Existing  Law 
and  Regulation  on  the  offwlng  of  Telecom¬ 
munication  Services”  for  more  detailed 
discussion. 


communications  lines  provided  by  regu¬ 
lated  carriers. 

32.  The  equipment  for  these  systems 
can  be  procured  from  one  sujiplier.  such 
as  IBM,  NCIR  or  Burroughs,  or  can  be 
procured  from  any  number  of  different 
suppliers.  The  ease  with  which  the  lat¬ 
ter  approach  can  be  pursued  depends  on 
the  level  of  comjjatibility  among  the 
suppliers. 

33.  It  is  also  possible  to  assemble  an 
EFT  system  utilizing  terminals  and  mes¬ 
sage  services  provided  under  tariff  by 
AT&T.  AT&T  offers  EFT  terminals  for 
use  in  conjunction  with  the  dial  network 
which  are  tariffed  in  forty -eight  (48) 
states.  These  terminals  are  called  Trans¬ 
action  Telej^ones.  In  1976  AT&T  intro¬ 
duced  Transaction  Network  Service  con¬ 
sisting  of  a  new  EPT  terminal  (Trans¬ 
action  ni)  and  message  switching  serv¬ 
ices.  TNS  has  a  terminal  communica¬ 
tions  protocol  and  jxiUing  technique 
which  is  different  from  those  presently 
used  by  the  data  processing  industry. 
Thus,  other  manufacturers  must  modify 
their  existing  terminals  if  they  wish  to 
be  compatible  with  TNS. 

34.  TNS  can  interface  with  existing 
telephone  plant  and.  equipment.  There¬ 
fore  Transaction  I  and  n  telephones  and 
the  dial  network  can  be  utilized  in  con¬ 
junction  with  TNS.  However,  the  mes¬ 
sage  switch  is  self  contained  and  unique 
to  TNS  and  does  not  depend  on  existing 
switching  gear  in  the  telephone  system. 
Also,  TNS  does  not  provide  settlement 
or  audit  trail  features. 

35.  Other  entities  in  the  data  process¬ 
ing  industry,  such  as  service  bureaus,  are 
either  providing  or  capable  of  providing 
EFT  services  in  conjimction  with  finan¬ 
cial  institutions.  Likewise,  communica¬ 
tions  common  carriers,  other  than 
AT&T,  are  capable  of  providing  more 
than  just  the  basic  circuits  necessary  to 
interconnect  EFT  equijxnent.  Communi¬ 
cations  regulaticm  has  a  definite  impact 
on  all  entities  presently  offering  EFT 
terminals,  systeii^  and  services. 

36.  Changing  technedogy  is  not  only 
reducing  the  cost  of  communications 
and  data  processing,  but  also  the  way  in 
which  data  commimications  and  data 
processing  are  conducted.  The  net  effect 
cm  EFT  is  that  some  services  which  are 
not  cost  effective  today  may  be  cost  ef¬ 
fective  tomorrow  and  that  any  one  of  a 
niunber  of  entitles  may  be  able  to  pro¬ 
vide  EFT  services. 

IV.  Problem  Areas 

37.  EFT  is  developing  in  a  market  en- 
viremment  in  whic^  unregulated  data 
processing  ccunpanies,  to  a  degree,  com¬ 
pete  directly  with  regulated  communica¬ 
tions  carriers;  where  it  is  it  is  virtually 
imix)ssible  to  determine  a  priori  whether 
or  not  an  EFT  network  or  service  will  be 
subj^t  to  both  financial  and  communi¬ 
cations  regulation  and  whether  the  out- 
ocMne  of  current  litigatiem  may  alter  the 
structure  of  both  the  data  processing  and 
communications  industries.  This  mariiet 
structure  has  created  several  problem 
areas  for  the  develcmment  of  EFT. 

38.  At  the  Commission’s  Hearings  In 
December,  there  were  many  aUegattons 
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made  about  anti-competittve  practices 
which  arise  when  an  imregulsted  indus¬ 
try  competes  with  a  regulated  industiy. 
While  an  unregulated  indtutry  has  ad¬ 
vantages  such  as  the  freedom  of  entry 
and  exit  from  a  market  and  the  ability 
to  set  prices  unilatordly,  this  is  offset  by 
the  poHibility  that  the  regulated  c(Hn- 
pany  can  cross-subsidize  its  competitive 
products  or  services  with  profits  from  its 
monopoly  products  and  services. 

39.  According  to  testimony  before  the 
Commission,  the  competitive  products 
and  services  could  actually  be  tariffed 
below  coet  by  the  regulated  company 
until  the  products  and  services  offered 
in  competltian  disappeared  from  the 
marketplace.  At  that  point,  the  tariffs 
would  be  increased  to  reflect  costs  and 
to  maximize  the  rate  at  return.  Specifli- 
cally.  in  the  case  of  EPT,  the  regulated 
industry  involved  is  the  communications 
industry  and  the  companies  are  the  com¬ 
mon  carriers. 

40.  The  data  processing  industry  has 
alleged  that  other  predatory  marketing 
practices  could  be  used  by  common  car¬ 
riers  to  enhance  their  EPT  offerings. 
Since  common  carriers  supply  the  un¬ 
derlying  circtiits  which  financial  institu¬ 
tions  and  others  must  utilize  to  inter¬ 
connect  the  equipment  sold  and  leased 
by  computer  equipment  manufacturers 
to  creEite  EFT  networks,  they  could  ad¬ 
versely  price  or  limit  the  availability  of 
those  undeiiying  circuits. 

41.  Also,  it  has  been  alleged  that  there 
are  inequities  in  the  depreciation  sched¬ 
ules  imposed  by  the  regulators  of  com¬ 
mon  carriers  which  result  in  artificially 
low  tariffs  for  products  and  services 
competitive  with  those  offered  by  toe 
data  processing  industry.  It  has  been 
further  alleged  that  common  carriers  are 
bimdling  their  monopoly  services  with 
their  competitive  EPT  offerings  and  are 
Including  data  processing  as  part  of 
their  tariffed  offerings  (in  violation  of 
toe  Consent  Decree). 

42.  Another  problem  brought  before 
toe  Commission  was  that  companies 
dominating  the  data  processing  and 
commimications  industries  may  create 
de  facto  standards  for  some  of  toe  es¬ 
sential  elements  of  an  EFT  system  such 
as  equipment  interfaces  and  conmnml- 
cations  protocols.  At  present  there  are 
few  universally  accepted  standards  for 
the  various  elements  of  EFT.  Whether 
these  standards  should  evolve  torou^ 
the  voluntary  standards-maklng  proc¬ 
ess,  be  determined  by  dominant  com¬ 
panies  in  the  market,  or  be  mandated  by 
government  remains  an  important  ques¬ 
tion  of  public  policy. 

43.  In  investigating  these  problem 
areas,  toe  Suppliers  Committee  has  im- 
eovered  another  problem  arra  involving 
communications  regulation.  It  la  unclear 
whether  or  not  EFT  systems  win  be  reg¬ 
ulated  by  communl<»tl<m  regulatory 
ageroies.  As  has  been  Indicated  eaiiier,* 
the  FOC  regulatee  comnranioatlons 
not  data  proceaigng  and  comnninicatlan 


pseagimtihaa. 


system  resellers  but  not  communication 
system  sharers.  The  principal  criteria 
for  differentiating  between  rcseUers  and 
sharers  are  whether  or  not,  undw  pres¬ 
ent  FCC  definitions,  the  service  b^g 
provided  is  more  data  processing  or  more 
communications  and  whether  or  not  toe 
aatity  providing  toe  service  intends  to 
make  a  profit  on  that  part  of  the  service 
which  is  defined  as  commimications. 
Therefore,  financial  institutions  who  of¬ 
fer  EPT  services  may  also  find  that  un¬ 
der  present  law  toe  EFT  networks  they 
put  together  are  subject  to  regulation  by 
state  and  federal  commimications  reg¬ 
ulatory  agencies. 

44.  Furthermore,  because  of  the  struc¬ 
ture  of  the  banking  industry  and  the 
laws  governing  It,  existing  ctmsumer 
oriented  EFT  networta  are  only  being 
assembled  on  an  Intrastate  basis  and 
toerefore  have  not  been  subject  to  ex¬ 
amination  by  the  FCC.  This  is  also  true 
of  AT&T’s  Transaction  Network  Service. 

45.  However,  toe  NCEFT  has  recom¬ 
mended  that  financial  institutions  be 
permitted  to  deploy  EPT  terminals 
across  state  lines  and  that  the  ccmsumer 
can  use  his  debit  card  to  access  his  funds 
anywhere.*  If  Congress  enacts  legisla¬ 
tion  to  that  effect,  both  proprietary  and 
shared  systems  could  become  interstate 
in  nature  and  therefore  subject  to  FCC 
review  and,  possibly,  to  FCC  regulation. 

V.  Policy  Alternatives 

40.  As  described  above,  both  existing 
and  proposed  communications  regula¬ 
tory  policies  have  an  impact  cm  toe  fu¬ 
ture  configuration  of  EFT  networks. 
Providers  should  be  free  to  offer  sowices 
without  encountering  price  or  service 
dlflerentlaticHi  from  established  carriers 
or  toe  necessity  for  compliance  with  toe 
laws  governing  mmmiinirAtinnB  com¬ 
mon  carriers.  This  section  discusses  vari¬ 
ous  options  which  may  be  chosen  to  min¬ 
imize  toe  ^ect  of  these  policies  on  BPT, 
and  to  avoid  unfair  competition  between 
toe  regulated  common  carrier  and  toe 
unregulated  equipment  supplier. 

47.  One  poU^  alternative  is  to  main¬ 
tain  toe  status  quo.  Basically  tola  means 
that  solutions  for  toe  various  problems 
brought  to  the  attention  of  toe  NCPIPT 
will  be  left  to  present  regulatory  or  anti¬ 
trust  processes. 

48.  There  is  no  evidoice  to  indicate 
that  maintaining  toe  status  quo  will 
solve  any  of  the  aforementioned  prob- 
lons  in  sufiftcioit  time  to  riiminate  them 
as  obstacles  to  the  developmoit  of  EPT 
sitstems  and  sowices. 

49.  The  FCXl  took  52  months  from  toe 
opening  of  the  first  Computer  Inquiry 
docket  to  toe  publication  of  its  final  de¬ 
cision.  Within  6  years  toe  FCC  found  It 
necessary  to  initiate  a  new  Computer  In¬ 
quiry  docket  which  is  still  open  for  com¬ 
ment.  Based  on  historical  evidence.  It 
will  be  years  before  a  final  decision  is 
reached  If  It  is  indeed  possible  to  sep- 


*t3ae  chapter  S,  ‘EPT  and  the  Public  m- 
tgreat;  op.  ott.* 


arate  data  processing  from  ccmununi- 
cations  at  all.* 

50.  Also,  there  Is  historical  evidence  to 
indicate  that  smtltrust  enforcemmt  does 
not  provide  time  effective  solutions  to 
competitive  problems  involving  firms 
wito  very  large  well-established  market 
positions.  In  a  period  of  technological 
change,  artificial  impediments  to  de¬ 
veloping  technology  such  as  the  slow  and 
sometimes  Ineffective  regulatory  proc¬ 
esses  are  best  avoided. 

51.  Furthermore,  maintaining  the 
status  quo  would  preclude  AT&T  from 
ofPertng  data  processing  services  and 
equipment.  In  an  area  such  as  EFT 
where  it  is  now  difficult  to  separate  da«^a 
processing  from  communications.  AT&T 
might  not  be  free  to  enhance  TNS  or 
provide  it  on  an  interstate  basis.  The 
EFT  market  could  be  deprived  of  a  sig¬ 
nificant  source  of  innovation. 

52.  Another  drawback  to  maintaining 
toe  status  quo  is  that  the  Communica¬ 
tions  Act  is  not  relevant  to  current  tech¬ 
nology  and  requires  regulation  of  all 
communications  common  carriers — in¬ 
cluding  resellers  who  construct  nothing. 

53.  Lastly,  toe  status  quo  environment 
subjects  same  suppliers  to  regulation 
while  not  imposing  the  same  burden  on 
others.  Therefore,  toe  Commission  does 
not  feel  that  maintaining  toe  status  quo 
is  a  satisfactory  policy  alternative. 

54.  Another  policy  alternative  would 
be  to  subject  all  offerers  of  EFT  services 
and  equipment  to  federal  communlca- 
tlcms  regulation.  Aside  from  the  fact  that 
this  alternative  appears  to  be  contrary 
to  toe  NCEFTs  mandate,*  it  would  ap¬ 
pear  to  resolve  scxne  of  toe  problems  out¬ 
lined  above.  Today,  large  regulated  com¬ 
panies  can  seek  tariffs  on  a  state-by- 
atate  basis  where  most  regulatoiy  agen¬ 
cies  are  ill-equipped  to  deal  with  a  filing 
of  such  complexity  and  magnitude.  Fed¬ 
eral  communications  regulation  could 
accomplish  uniformity  of  accounting 
procedures  and  marketing  practices  and 
could  mandate  communications  stand¬ 
ards  which  would  foster  interchange  in 
ETT  systems.  However,  complsdng  with 
regulation  can  be  expensive  to  both  ih- 


*  Sm  footnote  6. 

"  “The  Commission  shall  conduct  a  thor¬ 
ough  study  and  Investigation  and  recom- 
mend  appropriate  administrative  action  and 
legislation  necessary  In  connection  with  the 
passible  development  of  public  or  private 
electronic  ftmd  transfisr  systems,  taking  into 
account,  among  other  things — 

(3)  The  need  to  *  *  *  assure  Govemmmt 
regulation  and  Involvement  or  partlclpaftton 
In  a  system  competitive  with  the  private  sec¬ 
tor  be  kept  to  a  minimum  *  *  * 

(8)  The  Implications  of  such  a  system  ex¬ 
panding  •  •  •  Into  other  fbrms  at  electronle 
communications;  »  •  • 

(9)  The  need  to  protect  the  legal  rights  of 
users  and  consumers.’*',  Rib.  L.  98-408,  Octo¬ 
ber,  NV4. 
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dustry  and  government.”  Subjecting 
emerging  EFT  systems  to  communica¬ 
tions  regulaticm  does  not  appear  to  be 
necessary.  Also,  at  this  time  consumer 
oriented  POS  systems  have  not  exhibited 
the  characteristics  of  a  natural  moncv- 
oly  that  would  call  for  such  regulation." 

55.  Therefore,  unnecessary  federal 
communications  regulation  of  market 
structure  and  competition  may  present 
more  problems  than  it  solves. 

56.  This  brings  us  to  the  final  policy 
alternative  of  minimizing  regulation  and 
enhancing  the  strengths  of  the  competi¬ 
tive  marketplace  through  legislation. 
First,  it  must  be  determined  which  ele¬ 
ments  of  an  EFT  system  must  be  regu¬ 
lated. 

57.  Traditionally,  elements  of  an  in¬ 
dustry  that  have  not  been  infiuenced  by 
effective  ccanpetive  pressures  often  have 
been  regulat^.  In  the  past  this  has  in¬ 
cluded  local  exchange  and  message  toll 
services  (the  public  dial-up  network) ,  as 
well  as  local  distribution  of  leased  lines. 
Although  these  services  are  generally 
thought  to  be  natural  mcxiopoly  today, 
the  rapidly  changing  technology  may  al¬ 
ter  that  perception  in  the  future.  It  is 
beyond  the  scope  of  the  NCEFT  to  de¬ 
termine  whether  or  not  leased  circuits 
that  are  now  subject  to  competition 
should  continue  to  be  reg\ilated.  How¬ 
ever,  as  these  circuits  are  the  basic  in¬ 
frastructure  of  EFT  systems,  they 
should  be  available  on  an  equitable  basis 
imder  the  same  terms  and  conditions  to 
all  providers  and  suppliers  of  EFT  sys¬ 
tems. 

58.  The  Commission  has  foimd  no 
justification  for  tariffing  EFT  terminals 
at  either  the  state  or  federal  levels.  The 
intent  of  this  is  not  to  exclude  any  sup¬ 
plier  of  EFT  terminals  frcHn  access  to  the 
market.  Common  carriers  should  be  free 
to  develop  and  market  EFT  terminals  in 
competiticm  with  ccnnputer  equipment 
manufactiu*ers.  The  FCC  has  determined 
that  common  carriers  should  partlcU>ate 
in  data  processing  only  through  separate 
arms-length  subsidiaries.  Ihe  Consent 
Decree  of  1956  has  been  interpreted  to 
mean  that  AT&T  cannot  have  such  a 
subsidiary.  This  closes  the  door  on  an 
important  source  of  innovation  in  EFT 
from  a  large  market  force.  New  legisla¬ 
tion  should  be  «mcted  to  remove  that 
barrier. 

59.  Having  come  to  that  conclusion, 
it  must  still  be  recognized  that  these 
terminals  interface  with  the  public  net- 


»  “Although  the  total  budget  of  the  major 
regulatory  agencies  (nearly  $4.7  billion  In 
fiscal  year  1975)  Is  small  compared  with  the 
combined  federal  budget  ($235  billion  In  fis¬ 
cal  year  1975),  It  does  not  refiect  the  costs 
Incurred  by  private  participants  In  the  regu¬ 
latory  process  nor  the  gargantuan  costs — 
and,  presumably,  benefits — Imposed  on  the 
private  sector  by  agency  decisions.”  William 
lilUey  in  and  James  C.  MUler  m,  “The  New 
p/w.<a.i  Regulation,”  “The  Public  Interest,” 
No.  47.  Spring  1977,  National  Affairs,  Inc., 
New  York,  pg.  49. 

MA  major  examination  of  this  to  date 
reaches  the  same  conclusion.  See  Baxter, 
Ckxjiner  and  Scott,  “Retail  Banking  In  the 
Electronic  Age,**  Chapter  6,  AUanheld,  Os- 
mun  &  Co.,  Montclair,  New  Jersey,  1976. 


work — both  dial-up  and  leased  line. 
Therefore,  these  terminals  should  stUl 
be  regulated  in  that  regard.  The  PVC 
has  established  a  registratirai  program  ** 
to  ensure  that  equiiHnent  interfacing 
with  the  public  networic  does  not  harm 
the  netwoik.  EFT  terminals  should  be 
certified  by  the  FCC’s  registration  pro¬ 
gram  or  be  required  to  interface  with 
the  network  through  a  protective  de¬ 
vice  furnished  by  the  carrier. 

60.  EFT  systems  may  also  include 
components  such  as  concentrators,  mul¬ 
tiplexers,  modems,  switches  and  other 
equipment  necessary  to  the  implementa¬ 
tion  of  any  data  ccmununlcations  net- 
woiic.  Just  like  terminals,  some  system 
components  are  available  as  tariffed  of¬ 
ferings  from  common  carriers  or 
through  purchase  or  lease  agreements 
from  other  equipment  manufacturers. 
Phllowing  the  same  line  of  reas(»iing 
that  was  used  for  EFT  terminals,  these 
system  comp<Mients  should  not  be  pro¬ 
vided  through  tariff  but  should  comply 
with  the  FCX;  registration  program  as 
necessary. 

61.  It  also  follows  that  EFT  systems 
which  are  put  together  utilizing  the 
above  ccxnponents  should  not  be  regu¬ 
lated  by  communications  regulatory 
c(Hnmissions,  either  state  or  federal, 
since  the  imderlying  circuits  are  al¬ 
ready  r^rulated.  No  one  should  be  re¬ 
stricted  from  offering  such  systems.  This 
provision  should  hold  regardless  of 
whether  the  system  falls  under  the 
heading  of  resale  or  shared  as  currently 
defined  by  the  FCC.  If  conunon  carriers 
choose  to  offer  EFT  systems,  they  should 
be  offered  only  through  the  same 
separate,  arms-laigth,  imregulated  sub¬ 
sidiary  (as  described  above  for  termi¬ 
nals)  or  possibly  through  another  sepa¬ 
rate  subsidiary  altogether. 

62.  The  problem  of  de  facto  standards 
is  a  difficult  one.  Mandating  standards 
would  be  contrary  to  achieving  fiexlblllty 
while  de  facto  standards  are  alleged  to 
be  anti-competitive.  Because  EFT  is  in 
such  an  ear]^  state  of  develomnent  and 
because  setting  equipment  standards 
prematurely  might  stifie  innovation, 
mandating  standards  is  not  the  desired 
course  of  action  at  this  time.  To  mini¬ 
mize  the  problon  of  de  facto  standards, 
any  company  which  achieves  a  dominant 
position  in  the  EFT  market  should  be 
required  to  publish  any  Interface  and 
protocol  standards  being  utilized  by  them 
which  are  at  variance  with  ANSI  stand¬ 
ards.  Likewise,  at  any  time  these  c(xn- 
pany  standsirds  are  changed,  the  changes 
sho^d  be  published.  In  order  to  assure 
maximum  lead  time  for  other  manufac¬ 
turers  to  design  compatible  equipment, 
these  standards  should  be  published 
when  they  are  certified  for  use  within  the 
dcaninant  company.  This  provision 


Tho  PCJC’s  registration  requirement  does 
not  apply  to  a  completely  dedicated  Intra¬ 
state  private  line  system  which  cannot  ac¬ 
cess  any  lnt«rstate  netwcHk.  The  FOO  reg¬ 
istration  program  requires  the  registration  of 
protective  circuitry  or  the  ocHuplete  terminal 
device  with  the  FCC  pursuant  to  recently 
adopted  standards  and  procedrires. 


should  apply  only  to  standards  necessary 
to  achieve  interc(Minectl<xi  of  equipment 
and  not  the  proprietary  designs  which 
affect  the  performance  of  the  equiiHnent 
itself. 

63.  Assuming  that  the  policy  alterna¬ 
tive  of  maximizrng  fiexibility  and  en¬ 
hancing  the  ccanpetltive  marketplace  is 
the  desirable  approach,  actlcm  by  Con¬ 
gress  is  needed. 

64.  The  primary  obstacle  to  imple¬ 
menting  this  alternative  is  the  fact  that 
AT&T  has  already  tariffed  EFT  termi¬ 
nals  and  services  and  cannot,  in  today’s 
environment,  offer  them  through  an  un¬ 
regulated  subsidiary.  Congress  should 
enact  legislation  which  modifies  the  1956 
Consent  Decree  and  the  FCX;  computer 
rules  to  permit  the  creati<Hi  of  this  un¬ 
regulated,  arms-length  subsidiary. 

65.  This  legislation  must  also  preempt 
the  role  of  the  states  in  tariffing  EFT 
terminals  and  services.  EFT  is  not  in¬ 
herently  Intrastate  in  nature.  In  addi- 
ti<Mi,  Congress  must  legislatively  resolve 
the  legal  ccmtroversy  over  the  FCX;  reg¬ 
istration  program  and  exempt  offerers 
of  ESFT  systems  and  services  from  FCC 
regulation  as  value  added  resellers. 

66.  And  finally.  Congress  should  enact 
legislatlcHi  requiring  that  companies 
which  achieve  a  dominant  positlcm  in 
the  EFT  marketplace  must  provide  suffi¬ 
cient  technical  information  in  a  timely 
manner  to  enable  other  maniifacturers 
to  interconnect  their  equipment  with  the 
equipment  manufactured  by  the  domi¬ 
nant  suppliers. 

William  B.  Widnall, 
Chairman. 

May  17,  1977. 

|FR  Doc.77-14402  PUed  5-18-77:8:45  am] 

NUCLEAR  REGULATORY 
COMMISSION 

ADVISORY  COMMITTEE  ON  REACTOR 
SAFEGUARDS 

Proposed  Meetings 

In  order  to  provide  advance  informa¬ 
tion  regarding  proposed  meetings  of  the 
ACRS  Subcommittees  and  Working 
Groups  and  of  the  full  Committee,  the 
following  preliminary  schedule  is  being 
published.  This  preliminary  schedule  re¬ 
flects  the  current  situation,  taking  into 
account  additicmal  meetings  which  have 
been  scheduled  and  meetings  which  have 
been  postponed  or  cancelled  since  the 
last  list  of  proposed  meetings  published 
in  FR  Vol.  42,  April  21,  1977,  page  20691. 
Those  meetings  which  are  definitely 
scheduled  have  had,  or  will  have,  an  in¬ 
dividual  notice  published  in  the  FR  ap¬ 
proximately  15  days  (or  more)  prior  to 
the  meeting.  Those  Subccmimittee  and 
Working  Group  meetings  for  which  it  is 
anticipated  that  there  will  be  a  portion 
or  all  of  the  meeting  open  to  the  public 
are  indicated  by  an  asterisk  ( * ).  It  is  ex¬ 
pected  that  the  sessions  of  the  full  Com¬ 
mittee  meeting  designated  by  an  aster¬ 
isk  (*)  will  be  open  in  whole  or  in  purt 
to  the  public.  Information  as  to  whether 
a  meeting  has  been  firmly  scheduled, 
cancelled  or  rescheduled,  or  whether 
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changes  have  been  made  in  the  agenda 
for  the  June  9-11.  1977  ACRS  full  Com¬ 
mittee  meeting  can  be  obtained  by  a 
prepaid  telephone  call  to  the  Office  of  the 
Executive  Director  of  the  Committee 
(telephone  202-634-1374,  Attn:  Mary  E. 
Vanderholt)  between  8:15  a.m.  and  5 
p.m.,  EDT. 

Subcommittee  and  Working  Group 
Meetings 

*  Reactor  Fuel.  May  20. 1977,  Washing¬ 
ton,  DC.  The  Subcommittee  will  meet 
with  representatives  of  4he  NRC  Staff  to 
discuss  a  variety  of  subjects  pertaining  to 
reactor  fuels  including,  for  example,  fuel 
surveillance  and  effects  of  fission  gsis  re¬ 
lease  rates  for  bumup  of  20,000  MWD/T. 
Notice  of  this  meeting  was  published  in 
the  Federal  Register  on  May  5.  1977, 
page  22965. 

Electrical  Systems,  Control  and  In¬ 
strumentation,  May  20,  1977,  Windsor, 
CT.  The  Subcommittee  will  meet  with 
representatives  of  the  NRC  Staff,  C(xn- 
bustion  Engineering  (CE)  and  the  Ar¬ 
kansas  Power  and  Light  Company 
(AP&L)  to  hold  a  generic  discussion  with 
NRC  and  CE  representatives  regarding 
proprietary  information  on  the  CE  Core 
Protection  Calculator  System  (CPCS), 
and  to  discuss  proprietary  information 
with  AP&L  regarding  the  application  of 
the  CPCS  to  the  Arkansas  Nuclear  One, 
Unit  2,  Nuclear  Power  Plant.  Notice  of 
this  meeting  was  published  in- the  Fed¬ 
eral  Register  on  May  5,  1977,  page 
22956. 

*  Fluid /Hydraulic  Dynamic  Effects. 
May  25-26,  1977,  Los  Angeles,  CA.  The 
Subcommittee  will  meet  with  representa¬ 
tives  of  the  NRC  Staff,  Ccxnbustion  Engi¬ 
neering  and  Westinghouse  to  discuss  the 
effects  of  blowdown  loadings  on  reactor 
pressure  vessels  and  their  supports  under 
severe  accident  conditions  and,  also, 
water  hammer  effects.  Notice  of  this 
meeting  was  published  in  the  Federal 
Register  on  May  9, 1977,  page  23566. 

ACRS-RSK.  May  31,  June  1  and  June 
3,  1977,  Cologne,  Germany.  Representa¬ 
tives  of  the  ACns  will  meet  with  repre¬ 
sentatives  of  the  Reaktor-Sicherheits- 
kommission  (RSK)  of  the  Federal  Re¬ 
public  of  Germany  to  discuss  items  of 
mutual  interest  related  to  nuclear  safety 
and  regulation. 

*Oeneral  Atomic  Standard  Safety 
Analysis  Report  (GASSAR-6)  /Qas- 
Cooled  Fast  Breeder  Reactor  iGCFBR), 
June  1-2, 1977,  San  Diego,  CA.  Postponed 
to  July  11-12,  1977,  Washington,  DC. 

^Regulatory  Activities,  June  8,  1977, 
Washington,  DC.  The  Subc(»nmittee  will 
meet  to  review  working  pc^rs,  future 
Regulatory  Guides,  and  changes  to 
existing  Regulatory  Guides;  also,  to  dis¬ 
cuss  pertinent  activities  which  affect  the 
current  licensing  process  and/or  reactor 
operations. 

•Fire  Protection  Working  Group/ 
Regulatory  Activities  Subcommittee 
Joint  Meeting,  (tratative)  June  8,  1977, 
Washington,  DC.  The  purpose  of  this 
meeting  is  to  continue  the  review  ot 
Rev.  1  to  Regulatory  Guide  1.120,  “Fire 


ProtectiCHi  Guidelines  for  Nuclear  Power 
Plants.” 

*Reactor  Safety  Research,  June  16, 
1977,  Denver,  CO.  The  Subcommittee  will 
meet  with  represoitativeB  from  the 
Energy  Research  and  Development  Ad¬ 
ministration  and  fr(Hn  NRC  to  discuss 
current  plans  and  programs  for  research 
associated  with  advanced  reactors. 

*  Diablo  Canyon  Nuclear  Station,  Units 
.  1  and  2.  June  21-23,  1977,  Los  Angeles, 
CA.  The  Subcommittee  will  meet  to  con¬ 
tinue  its  review  ot  the  seismic  design  and 
other  aspects  of  the  applicatiim  of  the 
Pacific  Gas  and  Electric  Company  for  an 
operating  license. 

•Arkansas  Nuclear  One.  Unit  2.  June 
24,  1977,  RussellvUle,  AR.  The  Subcom¬ 
mittee  vhll  meet  to  review  some  of  the 
site-related  portiMis  of  the  application 
of  the  Arkansas  Power  and  Light  Com- 
ptany  for  a  license  to  operate  the  plant. 

•San  Joaquin  Nuclear  Project,  Jane  24, 
1977,  Los  Angeles,  CA.  The  Subcanmittee 
will  meet  to  review  a  limited  number  of 
items  related  to  the  suitability  of  the 
San  Joaquin  site.  These  items  include 
hydrology,  geology  and  seismology,  and 
seismic  input. 

•Reactor  Safety  Study  Working 
Group/Siting  Evaluation  Subcommittee 
Joint  Meeting,  June  27,  1977,  Washing¬ 
ton,  DC.  The  Working  Group  and  the 
Subcommittee  will  meet  to  discuss  the 
assumption  of  various  degrees  of  fission 
product  release  (as  described  in  WASH- 
1400)  as  they  affect  emergency  plans  and 
design  features. 

•Fluor -Pioneer  Balance  of  Plant 
Standard  Safety  Analysis  Report 
(BOPSSAR) ,  June  28, 1977,  Washington. 
DC.  The  Subcommittee  will  meet  to  re¬ 
view  the  sq>plication  of  Ruor-Pioneer  for 
preliminary  design  approval  of  their 
proposed  standard  balance-of -plant  de¬ 
sign  (BOPSSAR). 

•Decommissioning  of  Nuclear  Plants, 
June  29, 1977,  Washington,  DC.  The  Sub¬ 
committee  will  meet  to  review  currmt 
plans  for  decommissioning  nuclear  pniwer 
plants.  (This  meeting  was  postponed 
from  May  11,  1977.) 

•Black  Fox  Station,  Units  1  and  2. 
June  30,  1977,  Tulsa,  OK.  The  Subcom¬ 
mittee  will  meet  to  review  the  applica¬ 
tion  of  the  Public  Service  CcNnpany  of 
Oklahoma  for  a  permit  to  construct  Units 
1  and  2. 

•Electrical  Systems,  Control  and  In¬ 
strumentation,  June  30,  1977,  Wa^ili^- 
tim,  DC.  The  Subcommittee  wUl  meet 
with  representatives  of  the  NRC  Staff, 
Combustion  Engineering  (CE),  and  the 
Arkansas  Power  and  Light  Company 
(APItL)  to  cimtinue  Its  review  of  the  CE 
Core  Protection  Calcidatlon  Syst^ 
(CPCS).  The  Subcommittee  may  also 
discuss  information  concerning  the  ap¬ 
plication  of  the  CTCS  to  the  Arkansas 
Nuclear  One,  Unit*  2,  Nuclear  Power 
Plant. 

•General  Atomic  Standard  Safety 
Analysis  Report  iGASSARr-6),  July  11. 
1977,  Washingtim.  DC.  The  Subcommit¬ 
tee  will  meet  to  review  the  application 
by  the  (General  Atomic  C<Hnpany  for  pre¬ 


liminary  design  atH>roval  of  the  Qoieral 
Atomic  Standard  Safety  Anal3rsis  Report 
(OASSARr-6). 

•Gas  Cooled  Fast  Reactor  (GCFR), 
July  12.  1977,  Washington.  DC.  The  Sub¬ 
committee  will  meet  with  representatives 
of  the  NRC  Staff  and  the  Oaieral  Atomic 
Company  to  hear  a  status  report  rni  the 
development  of  a  design  for  a  gas-cooled 
fast  breeder  reactor. 

•Regulatory  Activities,  July  13,  1977, 
Washington,  D.C.  The  Subcmnmittee 
will  meet  to  review  working  papers,  fu¬ 
ture  Regulatory  Guides,  and  changes  to 
existing  Regulatory  Guides;  also,  to  dis¬ 
cuss  pertinent  activities  which  affect  the 
current  licensing  process  and/or  reactor 
operations. 

•Fire  Protection  Working  Group! Reg¬ 
ulatory  Activities  Subcommittee  Joint 
Meeting,  July  13, 1977  (tentative,  provid¬ 
ing  meeting  is  not  held  June  8)  Wash¬ 
ington,  DC.  The  Working  Group  and 
Subcommittee  will  meet  to  continue  the 
review  of  Rev.  1  to  Regulat(H7  Guide 
1.120,  “Fire  Protection  Guidelines  for  Nu¬ 
clear  Power  Plants.” 

•  Waste  Management,  July  19-20, 1977, 
Richland,  WA.  The  Subcommittee  will 
meet  to  review  current  Energy  Research 
and  Development  Administration 
(ERDA)  Waste  Management  Plans  and 
to  be  briefed  on  the  American  Physical 
Society  Report  cm  Radioactive  Waste 
Manag«nent.  Members  of  the  Subcom¬ 
mittee  will  visit  the  ERDA  waste  solidifi¬ 
cation  facilities  on  July  20. 

•Hypothetical  Core  Disruptive  Acci¬ 
dent  for  Fast  Reactors,  July  21-22,  1977, 
Los  Alamos,  NM.  The  Woiklng  Group 
will  meet  with  representatives  oi  NRC. 
the  Energy  Research  and  Development 
Administration,  and  the  Los  Alamos  Sci¬ 
entific  Laboratory  to  discuss  the  devel¬ 
opment  of  the  SIMMER  C(xle  (Sn  Im¬ 
plicit  Multifield  Multicompmient  Eu- 
lerian  Recriticality  Code)  to  mixlel  hy¬ 
pothetical  eex-e  disruptive  accidents  for 
advanced  reactor  designs. 

•Green  County  Plant.  Week  of  July  25, 
1977  (tentatively  July  28),  Albany.  NY. 
The  Subcommittee  will  meet  to  review 
the  application  of  the  Power  Authority 
of  the  State  of  New  Yix'k  for  a  permit 
to  construct  the  Green  County  Nuclear 
Power  Plant. 

•Babcock  and  Wilcox  Water  Reactors, 
July  26. 1977,  Washington,  DC.  The  Sub- 
cixnmittee  will  meet  to  review  the  Bab¬ 
cock  and  Wilcox  Standard  Plant  Design 
(BSAR-205). 

•Siting  Evaluation,  July  28-29,  1977, 
San  Francisco,  CA.  The  Subccxnmittee 
will  meet  to  discuss  the  NRC  Reactor 
Siting  Policy  as  it  pertains  to  the  evalua¬ 
tion  of  alternate  site  locations.  This  will 
be  a  continuation  of  a  series  of  discus¬ 
sions  held  with  the  NRC  Office  of  Stand¬ 
ards  Development  to  review  and  revise 
the  current  policy,  rules,  and  regulations 
on  reactor  siting. 

Full  Committee  Meetings 

JUNE  9-11,  1977 

A.  *Zion  Generating  Station,  Units  1 
and  2 — Operating  License  Review. 
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B.  *Shlppingport  Atomic  Power  Sta¬ 
tion — ^Reactor  Operation. 

JULY  14-16,  197T 

Agenda  to  be  announced. 

Dated:  May  17, 1977. 

John  C.  Hoyle, 
Advisory  Committee 
Management  Officer. 
(PR  Doc.77-14431  Piled  5-18-77:8:45  am] 


NUCLEAR  REGULATORY 
COMMISSION 

ADVISORY  COMMITTEE  ON  REACTOR 

SAFEGUARDS,  SUBCOMMITTEE  ON 

FLUID/HYDRAULIC  DYNAMIC  EFFECTS 

Meeting;  Additional  Information 

TTie  meeting  (rf  the  ACRS  Subcommit¬ 
tee  on  Fluid /Hydraulic  Dynamic  Effects 
scheduled  for  May  25-26,  1977,  an¬ 
nounced  in  the  Federal  Register,  May  9, 
1977,  page  23566,  wiU  be  held  at  the 
Quality  Inn/Airport,  5249  W.  Century 
Blvd.,  Los  Angeles,  CA  90045. 

TTie  agenda  for  Thursday  morning. 
May  26,  1977,  has  been  changed  as 
follows: 

9  AJt.-ll  A  JR.  (Open) 

ITie  Subcommittee  will  meet  with 
representatives  of  the  NRC  Staff,  and 
their  consultants,  to  discuss  the  analyses 
of  blowdown  loadings  on  reactor  pressmre 
vessels  and  their  supports  imder  severe 
accident  conditions  for  individual  plants. 

11  AJR.-12  NOON  (Open) 

ITie  Subcommittee  will  meet  with 
r^resentatives  of  the  NRC  Staff  and 
Babcock  and  Wilcox  (B&W)  to  discuss 
.  the  status  of  B&W’s  analysis  of  the 
asymmetric  load  problem. 

All  other  matto^  pertaining  to  the 
meeting  remain  the  same. 

Dated:  May  12, 1977. 

John  C.  Hoyle, 
Advisory  Committee 
Management  Officer. 

jra  Doc.77-14262  Plied  5-18-77;8:45  amj 


[Docket  No.  PRM-50-12] 

ATLANTIC  COUNTY  CITIZENS  COUNCIL 
ON  ENVIRONMENT 

Denial  of  Petition  for  Rule  Making 

By  letter  dated  June  19,  1974,  the  At¬ 
lantic  Ctounty  Citizens  Council  on  Envi¬ 
ronment  (ACCCE),  2  Old  Turnpike, 
Pleasantville,  New  Jersey,  petitioned  the 
U.S.  Atomic  Energy  Commission  *  to 
amend  its  regulations  in  10  CFR  Part  50 
to  require  full  scale  operational  system 
testing  of  pilot  model  or  prototype  ver¬ 
sions  of  nuclear  power  plants,  in  the  con-^ 
figuration  they  are  expected  to  be  em¬ 
ployed  in  situ,  prior  to  licensing  for 
production  manufacture  wherein  it  is 


1  The  Atomic  Energy  Oommteslon  was 
abolished  by  the  Energy  Reorganlaatlon  Act 
of  1974,  which  also  created  the  Nuclear  Regu¬ 
latory  Commission  and  gave  It  the  licensing 
and  related  regulatcwy  functions  of  the  AEC. 


evident  that  such  plants  are  to  be  assem¬ 
bly  line  manufactured,  mass  produced, 
or  otherwise  turned  out  in  substantial 
quanti^  for  distribution  on  a  wide  scale. 
The  petitioner  recommended  that  the 
license  to  manufacture,  in  such  cases,  be 
limited  to  a  pilot  model  or  prototype  until 
systems  operations  testing  has  been  suc¬ 
cessfully  ccHnpleted.  The  petitioner  sug¬ 
gested  also  that  the  amendment  be  made 
to  Section  XI,  test  control,  of  Appendix 
B  of  10  CFR  Part  50. 

The  basis  for  this  request  is  the  ACCXJE 
conviction  that  the  different  circum¬ 
stances  of  the  OPS  tirpe  application,*  in 
terms  of  likely  proliferation  and  wide¬ 
spread  implementation  of  future  assem¬ 
bly  line  or  mass  production  methods  for 
construction  of  the  nuclear  power  plants, 
warrants  more  extensive  or  full  scale 
operational  testing  of  a  pilot  model  or 
prototype  version  than  has  been  ac¬ 
corded  individual  or  single  sited  land 
based  plants.  While  the  petitioiier  is  pri¬ 
marily  concerned  with  the  floating  nu¬ 
clear  plants,  the  discussion  in  this  notice 
may  be  considered  to  apply  to  all  plants 
licensed  under  Appendix  M  of  10  CVR 
Part  50. 

A  notice  of  filing  erf  petition  for  rule 
making  was  published  in  the  Federal 
Register  on  August  9,  1974  (39  FTt 
28662) .  The  comment  period  expired  on 
October  8,  1974  and  was  extended  to 
November  7,  1974  at  the  request  of  the 
A(X;C7E  as  noted  in  the  Federal  Regis¬ 
ter  on  October  3,  1974  (39  PR  35700). 
Sixty-five  interested  parties  have  sub- 
mitt^  comments  regarding  the  petition, 
of  which  62  supported  the  petition  and 
3  opposed  the  petition.  Almost  all  the 
comments  received  from  those  support¬ 
ing  the  petition  expressed  opposition  to 
the  proposed  Atlantic  Generating  Sta¬ 
tion  (Docket  Nos.  50-477  and  50-478) 
and  general  concern  over  the  safety  of 
nuclear  power  plants.  However,  few  of 
those  supporting  the  petition  addressed 
the  specific  issues  that  were  raised  by 
the  petition. 

The  NRC  has  evaluated  the  need  for 
full  scale  operational  testing  of  pilot 
models  or  prototype  versions  of  nuclear 
power  plants  in  the  context  of  the  over¬ 
all  nuclear  regulatory  program,  with 
particular  emphasis  placed  on  the  test¬ 
ing  and  analysis  aspects  of  the  program. 
Before  describing  the  Commission’s  pro¬ 
gram  it  would  be  worthwhile  to  briefly 
discuss  the  overall  philosophy  of  nu¬ 
clear  power  plant  design  verification. 
The  primary  purpose  of  design  verifica¬ 
tion  is  to  provide  assurance  that  a  nu¬ 
clear  power  plant  will  perform  accord¬ 
ing  to  expectations  during  all  modes  of 
operation,  including  accident  modes,  and 
under  extreme  environmental  condi¬ 
tions. 

There  are  differept  ways  to  accom¬ 
plish  design  verification  depending 
upon  the  information  available  and  the 


■AppUcatlon  Died  by  QllUiore  Power  Sys- 
tenw  (OPS)  (Docket  No.  61N  60-487)  tor  a 
license  to  manufacture  eight  floating  nuclear 
power  plants  under  Appendix  M  of  10  CVR 
Part  50.  This  application  Is  still  undergoing 
NRC  review. 


particular  i^iplicatkm  being  considered. 
At  the  early  stages  of  a  developing  tech¬ 
nology,  such  as  nuclear  energy  power  de¬ 
velopment  during  the  late  fifties  and 
eariy  sixties,  experimental  prototypes 
are  used  to  provide  needed  scientific  and 
mgineering  information  and  to  essen¬ 
tially  “prove  the  principle”  of  the  de¬ 
sign.  As  the  technology  matures,  and  a 
broad  base  of  experience  and  large  body 
of  engineering  data  Is  accumulated,  ex¬ 
perimental  prototypes  are  no  Icmger  nec¬ 
essary  to  “prove  the  principle”  and  it  be¬ 
comes  more  advantageous  to  v^ ify  the 
design  on  the  actual,  as-built  hardware. 
This  is  the  present  status  of  the  nuclear 
power  program.  'Ihe  proposed  offshore 
floating  nuclear  plants,  even  with  some 
novel  features,  do  not  represent  basic 
new  techni^ogy  but  are  based  <m  many 
years  of  experience  with  many  power 
reactors  and  numerous  harbors,  ocean 
going  tankers  and  ocean  oil  drilling  rigs. 
Thus,  rather  than  reliance  <»i  an  experi¬ 
mental  prototsrpe  for  design  verification, 
the  NRC  approach  relies  on  a  multi¬ 
faceted  program  culminating  in  a  de¬ 
tailed  testing  and  qualification  phase  on 
the  actuaL  as-built  plant.  It  is  felt  that 
this  approach  provides  the  greatoflt  as¬ 
surance  that  the  public  will  be  protected. 
The  salient  features  of  the  NRC  regi^- 
t(Ny  program  that  pertain  to  the  subject 
of  the  petition  are  described  in  the  fol¬ 
lowing  paragraphs. 

A  paramount  purpose  of  the  NRC’s 
regulatory  program  is  the  protection  of 
both  the  public  health  and  safety  and 
the  environment.  This  purpose  is 
achieved  with  a  licensing  and  inspection 
program  that  governs  a  nuclear  power 
plant  throughout  its  lifetime,  from  initial 
siting  and  design  through  to  decommis¬ 
sioning  and  ultimate  disposal.  This  in¬ 
cludes  inspection  during  the  manufac¬ 
turing  process  to  verify  that  the  condi¬ 
tions  of  the  license  are  being  satisfied. 
The  basic  sqiproach  of  the  regulatory 
program  relative  to  ensuring  reactor 
safety  may  be  described  as  one  of  “de- 
fease  in  d^th”.  It  essentially  involves 
three  levels  of  safety  which  may  be  de¬ 
scribed  as  follows: 

1.  First  Level  of  Safety — Design  and 
build  the  plant  so  that  It  will  operate  as 
intended  with  a  high  degree  of  reliability. 
The  object  is  to  prevent  accidents 
through  Intrinsic  features  of  the  plant 
design  including  quality,  redundancy, 
testability  and  inspectability  of  compo¬ 
nents. 

2.  Second  Level  of  Seffety — ^Despite  the 
care  taken  under  the  first  lev^  of  safety 
relative  to  design,  construction  and  oper¬ 
ation,  it  is  assumed  that  safety  problems 
still  occur.  Protective  devices  and  sys¬ 
tems  are  provided  to  assure  that  such  In¬ 
cidents  will  be  prevented,  arrested  or 
accommodated  safely  without  harm  to 
the  curators,  public  or  the  plant.  Ex¬ 
tensive  testing  programs  are  carried  out 
to  verify  that  the  protective  systems 
function  adequately. 

3.  Third  Level  of  Elafety — ^Provide  ad¬ 
ditional  safety  systems  as  appropriate, 
based  on  evaluation  of  effects  of  hsrpothe- 
tical  accidents,  where  some  protective 
systems  are  assumed  to  fail  simultane- 
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ously  with  the  accident  they  are  intended 
to  controL  This  supplements  the  first 
two  levels  of  safety  through  features 
which  add  margin  to  the  plant  design 
by  providing  protection  to  the  public 
even  in  the  event  of  the  occurrence  of 
extremely  unlikely  and  unforeseen  cir¬ 
cumstances.  Several  severe  hypothetical 
accident  sequences,  called  Design  Basis 
Accidents,  are  selected  for  this  evalua¬ 
tion. 

The  NRC’s  regulatory  program  for  the 
protection  of  the  public  health  and 
safety  involves  numerous  specific  re¬ 
quirements  related  to  the  testing  of  nu¬ 
clear  power  plants.  For  example,  in  the 
Ccmimission’s  regulation,  "Licensing  of 
Production  and  Utilization  Facilities,”  10 
CFR  Part  50,  paragraph  (b)  (6)  (ill)  of 
§  50.34,  “Contents  of  applications;  tech¬ 
nical  information,”  requires  that  the  final 
safety  analysis  report,  which  is  to  be 
included  with  each  application  for  a 
license  to  operate  a  facility,  include  plans 
for  preoperational  testing  and  initial 
operations.  In  Appendix  B,  “Quality  As¬ 
surance  Criteria  for  Nuclear  Power 
Plants  and  Fuel  Reprocessing  Plants,”  of 
10  CFR  Part  50.  Criterion  H,  “Quality 
Assurance  Program,”  requires  that  an 
aM>llcant  establish  a  quality  assurance 
program  that,  among  other  things,  takes 
into  account  "the  need  for  verification  of 
quality  be  inspection  and  test."  Appendix 
B,  Criterion  XI,  “Test  Control,”  of  the 
same  appendix,  requires  that  a  test  pro¬ 
gram  be  established  which  “shall  include, 
as  appropriate,  proof  tests  prior  to  in¬ 
stallation,  preoperational  tests,  and 
operational  tests  during  nuclear  power 
plant  or  fuel  reprocessing  plant  opera¬ 
tion.”  Test  procedures  are  to  include  pro¬ 
visions  for  assuring  “that  the  test  is  per¬ 
formed  under  suitable  environmental 
conditions.” 

Appendix  A,  “General  Design  Criteria 
for  Nuclear  Power  Plants,”  requires  that 
various  structures,  systems,  and  compo¬ 
nents  important  to  safety  be  designed 
such  as  to  permit  appropriate  periodic 
inspection  and  testing  of  their  operabil¬ 
ity  and  fimctional  performance. 

Under  the  Commission’s  regulations 
relative  to  preoperational  and  initial 
startup  testing  programs  for  water- 
cooled  nuclear  power  plants,  an  appli¬ 
cant  is  responsible  for  the  development 
of  suitable  preoperational  and  initial 
startup  test  programs  for  its  facility,  the 
preparation  of  adequate  procedures  for 
carrying  out  the  programs,  the  proper 
ccmduct  ot  the  test  programs,  and  assur¬ 
ing  the  validity  of  the  test  results.  The 
test  programs  typically  include  the  fol¬ 
lowing  features: 

(a)  Simulation  of  equipment  failures 
and  control  syst^  malfunctions  that 
could  reasonably  be  expected  to  occur 
during  the  plant  lifetime. 

(b)  Testing  for  interactions  such  as 
the  performance  of  Interlock  circuits  in 
the  reactor  protection  systems. 

(c)  Tests  conducted  prior  to  fuel  load¬ 
ing  to  danonstrate  the  ct4)abllity  of 
structures,  systems,  and  ccxnpon^ts  to 
to  meet  safety-i^ated  p^mmance 
requirements.  Included  would  be  tests  ot 


the  reactor  co(dant  system,  the  reactiv¬ 
ity  control  systems,  the  protection  sys¬ 
tems,  the  emergency  core  cooling  sys¬ 
tems,  the  radiaticxi  protection  system 
and  the  radioactive  waste  ssrstem. 

(d)  Initial  startup  testing  coisisting 
of  precritical  tests,  low-power  tests  in¬ 
cluding  critical  tests) ,  and  power-ascen¬ 
sion  tests  performed  after  fuel  loading 
and  before  commercial  operation.  These 
tests  confirm  the  design  bases  and  dem¬ 
onstrate,  where  practical,  that  the  plant 
is  capable  of  \)rithstanding  the  antici¬ 
pated  transients  smd  postulated  acci¬ 
dents. 

The  test  programs  are  monitored  by 
the  NRC  Office  of  Inspectimi  and  En¬ 
forcement  by  selective  review  of  test  pro¬ 
cedures,  examination  of  test  results,  and 
witnessing  of  tests. 

The  NRC  emphasizes  functional  test¬ 
ing  of  finished  systems  in  the  fully  as¬ 
sembled  plant  in  order  to  provide  real 
assurance  of  adequate  design  and  con¬ 
struction  for  safety.  Many  months  are 
devoted  to  preoperaticmal  testing.  NRC 
verifies  that  deficiencies  identified  by 
the  preoperational  test  program  are  cor¬ 
rected,  or  determines  that  the  appli¬ 
cant’s  proposed  correcticms  provide  ade¬ 
quate  assurance  for  the  public  health  and 
safety,  prior  to  approving  fuel  loading. 
A  slow  and  careful  approach  to  power  is 
made.  Then  many  months  are  spent  in 
extensive  programs  of  start-up  tests  to 
assure  that  all  of  the  individual  compo¬ 
nents  functicm  together  pr(H>erly  as  a 
system  and  do  their  required  job.  In  ad¬ 
dition  to  these  preoperational  and  start¬ 
up  tests  the  NRC  requires  that  nuclear 
reactors  be  designed  to  permit  the  con¬ 
duct  of  extensive  testing  during  the  life 
of  the  plant  to  verify  continual  capabil¬ 
ity  of  system  operation. 

A  number  of  regiilatory  guides  have 
been  issued  by  the  NRC  staff  that  relate 
to  the  testing  of  structures,  systems,  and 
components.  Tliese  guides  include: 

(a)  Regulatory  Guide  1.15,  “Testing  of 
Reinforcing  Bars  for  Category  I  Concrete 
Structures” 

(b)  Regffiatory  Guide  1.22,  “Periodic 
Testing  of  Protection  Ssrstem  Actuation 
Functions” 

(c)  Regulatory  Guide  1.30,  “Quality 
Assurance  Requirements  for  the  Instal¬ 
lation.  Inspection,  and  Testing  of  In¬ 
strumentation  and  Electric  Equipment" 

(d)  Regulatory  Guide  1.41,  “Preoper¬ 
ational  Testing  of  Redundant  On-Site 
Electric  Power  Systems  to  Verify  Proper 
Load  Group  Assignments” 

(e)  Regulatory  Guide  1.52,  “Design. 
Testing,  and  Maintenance  Criteria  for 
Atmosphere  Cleanup  System  Air  Filtra¬ 
tion  and  Adsorption  Units  of  Light- Wa¬ 
ter -Cooled  Nuclear  Power  Plants” 

(f)  Regulatory  Guide  1-68,  “Preopera- 
ticmal  and  Initial  Startup  Test  Programs 
for  Water-Cooled  Power  Reactors” 

(g)  Regulatory  Guide  1.68.1,  “Preop¬ 
erational  and  Initial  Startup  Testing  of 
Feedwater  and  Condensate  Systems  for 
Boiling  Water  Reactor  Power  Plants” 

(h)  Reg)ilat<M7  Guide  1.79,  “Preoper¬ 
ational  Testing  of  Emergoicy  Con  Cod¬ 
ing  Systems  for  Pressurized  Water  Reac¬ 
tors” 


(i)  Regulatory  Guide  1.80,  "Preoper- 
atimial  Testing  of  Instnunent  Air  Sys¬ 
tems” 

(J)  Regulatory  Guide  1.108.  "Periodic 
Testing  of  Diesel  Generators  Used  as  On¬ 
site  Electric  Power  Systems  at  Nuclear 
Power  Plants” 

(k)  Regulatory  Guide  1.118.  "Periodic 
Testing  of  Electric  Power  and  Protection 
S3^  terns” 

These  regulatory  guides  are  not  regu¬ 
lations  but  reflect  NRC  staff  judgments 
as  to  acceptable  methods  of  satisfying 
the  regulations. 

A  specific  level  of  surveillance  testing 
for  safety-related  systems  is  specified  in 
the  operating  license  for  every  reactor. 
NRC  inspectors  perform  selective  re¬ 
views  of  surveillance  testing  procedures 
and  results  and  from  time  to  time  ob¬ 
serve  the  conduct  of  tests  to  assure  ade¬ 
quacy  of  such  testing.  Besides  functional 
testing  the  NRC  also  requires  qualifica¬ 
tion  testing  of  individual  components  to 
assure  adequate  performance  under  all 
service  conditions,  especially  those  highly 
unlikely  ones  such  as  extreme  envircm- 
mental  conditicms  and  post-accident 
conditions  that  cannot  be  readily  simu¬ 
lated  in  preoperational  and  start-up 
tests.  In  those  cases  where  testing  cannot 
be  performed  detailed  analyses  are  re- 
quii^,  using  extremely  conservative  as¬ 
sumptions,  to  predict  the  behavior  of 
structures,  systems,  and  components  im¬ 
portant  to  safety.  For  example,  in  the 
case  of  an  earthquake,  qualification  test¬ 
ing  is  combined  with  a  very  conservative 
analysis  of  earthquake  motion  to  predict 
the  structural  behavior  of  the  nuclear 
plant  during  the  course  of  the  earth¬ 
quake. 

The  preceding  secticms  have  discussed 
the  general  aspects  of  the  overall  NRC 
regulatory  program.  In  view  of  the  con¬ 
cerns  of  the  petitioner  regarding  the  off¬ 
shore  floating  nuclear  plants,  considera¬ 
tions  relative  to  these  plants  will  now 
be  discussed. 

Floating  nuclear  plants  are  essentially 
the  same  as  land-based  plants  except  for 
certain  unique  features  associated  with 
mounting  the  nuclear  steam  supply  sys¬ 
tem  on  a  floating  foimdation.  The 
nuclear  steam  suiH^y  syst«n  is  similar 
to  those  that  have  been  previously  li¬ 
censed  for  land-based  systems  especially 
the  McGuire  Nuclear  Station  Units  1  and 
2  (Docket  Nos.  50-369  and  50-370),  and 
the  Catawba  Nuclear  Station  Units  1  and 
2  (Docket  Nos.  50-413  and  50-414) .  Ihe 
safety  evaluations  of  these  other  facili¬ 
ties  have  previously  been  published  and 
are  available  for  public  inspection  at  the 
Nuclear  Regulatory  Commission’s  Public 
Document  Room  described  at  the  end  of 
this  Notice. 

As  mentioned  above,  major  aspects  ot 
the  floating  nuclear  plants  are  not 
unique  and,  as  a  resffit,  much  of  the 
experience  that  was  gained  on  land- 
based  plants  is  directly  aK>licaUe  to  the 
floating  plants.  The  parts  of  the  NRC 
program,  relative  to  qualification  testing 
of  new  components  and  preoperational 
and  startup  testing,  as  discussed  previ¬ 
ously,  will  continue  to  be  applied  In  the 
case  (ff  the  floating  nuclear  plants. 
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The  primAry  novel  features  of  a 
floating  nuclear  i^ant  to  be  located  off¬ 
shore  are: 

(a)  A  breaJcwater.  If  required,  which 
protects  the  plant  against  storm  gm- 
mited  waves  and  ships. 

(b)  A  floating  platform  to  support  the 
nuclear  power  plant. 

(c)  A  mooring  syst^  to  restrict  plat¬ 
form  motion  to  acceptable  levels. 

<d)  An  environmental  control  system 
to  control  airborne  salt,  mist  and  fog  and 
thus  prevent  the  degradation  of  im¬ 
portant  safety  systems. 

(e)  An  electric  power  transmission 
system  that  utilizes  a  flexible  connection 
at  the  plant  and  a  high  voltage  cable 
embedded  in  the  seabed. 

(f )  Vibratory  motion  which  is  different 
than  that  for  land-based  iriants  both  as 
a  result  of  overall  platform  rocking  as 
well  as  machinery  induced  vibrations 
such  as  from  the  turUne  generatcM*. 

These  novel  features  are  required  to 
be  design  qualifled.  In  addition  to  the 
usual  extensive  testing  performed  on  all 
nuclear  power  rdants,  further  emphasis 
is  placed  on  assuring  that  the  unique  fea- 
tiues  of  the  floating  plants  functi<m 
properly.  This  is  done  by  requiring  a 
combination  of  extensive  detail^  analy¬ 
ses,  qualification  testing,  model  testing, 
special  system  tests  and  verification  tests 
to  provide  final  assurance  as  to  the  func¬ 
tional  capability  the  features.  The 
specific  measures  required  will  vary  on 
a  case-by-case  basis  depending,  among 
other  things,  upon  the  fieatiues  being 
considered  aiul  the  different  siting  and 
environmental  conditions.  Fch*  example, 
extoisive  analysis  is  being  required  in 
the  design  of  the  breakwater.  Impeu:t 
calculations  are  required  to  be  per¬ 
formed.  using  typical  ship  and  break¬ 
water  parameters,  to  determine  the 
ability  of  the  breakwater  to  withstand  a 
ship  collision.  In  addition,  scale  modti 
tests  are  being  required  in  order  to  in¬ 
vestigate  ship  collisions  as  well  as  to 
determine  the  effects  on  the  br^ikwater 
of  extreme  storm  conditions.  Wind 
tunnel  tests  have  been  required  to  study 
the  effect  that  different  breakwater  de¬ 
signs  have  on  the  wind  loads  produced 
(m  the  nuclear  plant. 

The  floating  platform  is  also  receiving 
much  attention  to  assure  its  proper 
functioning.  It  has  been  designed  utiliz¬ 
ing  experience  gained  in  the  design  of 
ocean  oil  drilling  rigs,  oceangoing  barges 
and  supertankers.  Detailed  three-dimen¬ 
sional  analyses  are  being  required  to  as¬ 
sure  adequate  design.  Furthermore,  de¬ 
flection  and  draft  measurements  are  to 
be  made  during  actual  c(mstnx:tion  to 
verify  that  the  design  is  adequate  and 
nondestructive  testing  and  visiuJ  inspec¬ 
tions  must  be  carried  out  after  construc- 
ticm.  Finally,  special  protective  coatings 
will  be  required  to  be  used  to  prevent 
corrosion  in  the  splash  zone  and  non- 
wetted  areas  while  a  cathodic  protection 
system  is  to  be  used  to  prevent  under¬ 
water  corrosion. 

Scale  model  tests  are  being  required  of 
the  total  floating  system  combining  the 
platform,  mooring  system,  mooring  bashi 


geometery  and  breakwater  design  to 
verify  that  the  various  parts  Interact 
properly.  Modd  tests  are  also  being  re¬ 
quired  for  different  morning  S3r8tem  ar- 
angements,  along  with  extensive  analy¬ 
sis,  in  order  to  choose  a  final  morning  sys¬ 
tem  design. 

The  vibratory  motion  likewise  is  being 
treated  as  a  special  case  for  the  floating 
nuclear  plants.  The  dynamic  testing  and 
analysis  techniques  that  will  be  used  are 
receiving  detailed  review  and  approval 
by  NRC.  Extensive  analyses  must  be  car¬ 
ried  out  on  the  total  turbine  generator/ 
turbine  foimdation /platform  system  to 
verify  that  the  turbine  is  effectively  de¬ 
coupled  from  the  platform.  A  preopera- 
tional  dynamic  effects  test  program  will 
be  required  to  measure  the  machinery 
induced  vibrations  similar  to  that  devel¬ 
oped  during  actual  operations.  Based  on 
the  test  program,  design  modifications 
will  be  made  as  needed,  with  corrective 
restraints  or  other  damping  measures 
added,  to  assure  that  motkms  are  within 
acceptable  levels.  Verification  tests  are 
to  be  performed  to  assure  that  the  cor¬ 
rective  measures  were  effective.  Special 
turbine  rotor  deflection  and  bearing  load 
tests  are  also  planned  to  provide  further 
assurance  that  the  turbine  will  function 
properly.  It  should  be  emphasized  that 
these  tests  wiU  be  performed  on  the  ac¬ 
tual,  as-built  floating  plant  at  the  manu¬ 
facturing  facility. 

Summarizing,  the  NRC  utilizes  various 
trohniques  to  veriftr  the  ad^uacy  of  a 
given  design.  These  techniques  include 
functional  testing  during  the  preopera- 
tional  and  startup  phases,  qualification 
testing  of  individual  items,  and  surveil¬ 
lance  and  testing  during  the  construc¬ 
tion  and  operational  phases.  These  test¬ 
ing  techniques  are  combined  with  ex¬ 
tremely  conservative  design  analysis.  Ttie 
advantagre  of  this  philosophy  of  design 
verification  is  that  it  provides  the  great¬ 
est  assurance  that  the  specific  power 
plant  under  consideration  will  function 
safely.  On  the  other  hand,  the  successful 
construction  and  operational  testing  of  a 
pilot  model  or  prototyp)e  version  of  a  nu¬ 
clear  power  plant  will  not  guarantee  the 
safe  operation  of  a  similar,  but  different, 
plant.  Prototsrpe  testing  can  result  in  the 
testing  of  designs  that  are  out-of-date 
and  not  representative  of  what  is  actu¬ 
ally  being  installed.  The  NRC  approach 
is  an  on-golng  approach  which  results  in 
verification  of  the  design  of  the  plant  ac¬ 
tually  being  installed  at  the  site.  The 
land-based  plants  are  the  basic  prototype 
for  the  floating  nuclear  plants  and  all  the 
novel  features  of  the  floating  plants  will 
receive  detailed  case-by-case  ccmsidera- 
tion,  to  assure  safe  and  reliable  opera¬ 
tion. 

The  Commission  has  considered  the 
petition  for  rule  making  as  submitted  by 
the  ACCCE,  as  wen  as  the  comments  that 
were  received  during  the  public  com¬ 
ment  period.  The  Commission  agrees 
with  the  petitioner  that  the  floating  nu¬ 
clear  plants  require  extensive  testing  and 
that  design  qualification  of  these  plants 
is  needed.  However,  the  Ctunmission  does 


not  agree  with  the  approach  that  full 
scale  operational  syst^  testing  of  pilot 
niKMlels  or  prototype  versions  of  the  float¬ 
ing  nuclear  plants,  in  the  configuration 
expected  in  situ,  is  the  best  way  to  meet 
this  need.  Rather,  it  is  the  opinhm  of  the 
Commission  that  the  previously  de¬ 
scribed  approach  of  detailed  design 
qualification  of  each  of  the  novel  fea¬ 
tures  on  a  case-by-case  basis,  along  with 
the  usual  NRC  procedures  that  are  fol¬ 
lowed  on  all  nuclear  power  plants,  is 
more  effective  and  will  provide  adequate 
assurance  that  the  health  and  safety  of 
the  public  will  be  protected.  Adding  an 
extra  requirement  for  prototype  testing 
is  not  likely  to  provide  any  significant  in¬ 
crease  in  this  assurance.  The  petitioners 
have  not  shown  that  the  requested  rule 
change  would  enhance  the  public  health 
and  safety  or  lessen  the  impact  on  the 
environment.  The  requested  rule  change 
would  impede  the  licensing  process  and 
prove  costly  to  the  industry,  both  in  time 
and  money,  without  any  corresponding 
benefit  or  improvement  in  the  regulatory 
process. 

Hence  the  Commission  has  decided  to 
deny  the  petition  for  rule  making. 

A  copy  of  the  petition  for  rule  making 
and  copies  of  the  letters  of  commoit  con¬ 
cerning  the  i)etition  are  available  for 
public  inspection  at  the  Commission's 
Public  Document  Room  at  1717  H  Street, 
NW.,  Washington,  D.C. 

Dated  at  Washington,  D.C..  this  17th 
day  of  May  1977. 

For  the  Nuclear  Regulatory  Commis¬ 
sion. 

Samuel  J.  Chilk, 
Secretary  of  the  Commission. 

(FB  Doc.77-14430  FUed  5-18-77:8:45  am] 

(Docket  No.  50-254] 

COMMONWEALTH  EDISON  CO.  AND  IOWA- 
lUJNOIS  GAS  AND  ELECTRIC  CO. 

Issuance  of  Amendment  to  FacHity 
Operating  License 

The  U.S.  Nuclear  Regulatory  Com¬ 
mission  (the  Commission)  has  issued 
Amendment  No.  41  to  F^ility  Operating 
License  No.  DPR-29,  Issued  to  Common¬ 
wealth  Edison  Company  (acting  for  Itself 
and  on  behalf  of  the  lowa-Dlinois  Oas 
and  Electric  Company),  which  revised 
the  license  and  Technical  Specifications 
appended  thereto  for  operation  of  the 
Quad  Cities  Nuclear  Power  Station  Unit 
No.  1  (the  facility)  located  in  Rock 
Island  County,  Illinois.  The  amendment 
is  effective  as  of  its  date  of  issuance. 

The  amendment  (1)  authorized  opera¬ 
tion  with  additicxial  8x8  fud  assemblies, 
(2)  incM'porated  revised  MAPLHOR  and 
MCPR  limits  in  response  to  the  plant 
specific  analysis  for  reload  3,  and  (3) 
modified  Licoise  Cmidition  3.C  to  reflect 
^d-of -cycle  scram  reactivity  conditions 
for  rdoad  3. 

The  application  for  the  amendment 
complies  with  the  standards  and  require¬ 
ments  of  the  Atomic  Energy  Act  of  1954, 
as  amended  (the  Act) .  and  the  Commis- 
sion’8  rules  and  regulations.  The  Cmn- 
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mlssicm  has  made  appropriate  findings 
as  required  by  the  Art  and  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  rules  and  regulations  in  10  CFR 
Chapter  I,  which  are  set  f<Mth  in  the 
license  amendment.  Prior  public  notice 
of  this  amendment  was  not  required  since 
the  amendment  does  not  involve  a  signif¬ 
icant  hazards  consideration. 

'The  Commission  has  determined  that 
the  issuance  of  this  amendment  will  not 
result  in  any  significant  environmental 
Impact  and  that  pursuant  to  10  CPR  51.- 
5(d)  (4)  an  environmental  impact  state¬ 
ment  or  negative  declaratlcm  and  en¬ 
vironmental  impact  appraisal  need  not  be 
prepared  in  connection  with  issuance  of 
this  amoidment. 

For  further  details  with  respect  to  this 
action,  see  ( 1 )  the  application  for  amend¬ 
ment  dated  January  21, 1977,  and  a  sup¬ 
plement  thereto  dated  April  25, 1977,  (2) 
Amendment  No.  41  to  License  No.  DPR- 
29,  and  (3)  the  Commission’s  related 
Safety  Evaluation.  All  of  these  items  are 
available  for  public  inspection  at  the 
Commission’s  Public  Document  Room, 
1717  H  Street  NW.,  Washington,  D.C., 
and  at  the  Moline  PuUic  Librsuy,  504 
17th  Street  Moline,  Illinois  60625.  A  copy 
of  it^ns  (2)  and  (3)  may  be  obtained 
upon  request  addressed  to  the  nJ3.  Nu¬ 
clear  Regulatory  Commission,  Washing¬ 
ton.  D.C.  20555,  Attention:  Director,  Di¬ 
vision  of  Operating  Reactors. 

Dated  at  Bethesda,  Md.,  this  third  day 
of  May  1977. 

For  the  Nuclear  Regulatory  Commission. 

Don  K.  Davis, 

Acting  Chief.  Operating  Reac¬ 
tors  Branch  No.  2.  Division  of 
Operating  Reactors. 

IPR  Doc.77-14266  Piled  6-18-77;8:45  am) 


[Docket  No.  PRM-60-20] 

FREE  ENVIRONMENT.  INC.,  ET  AL 
Filing  of  Petition  for  Rule  Making 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  Louis  J. 
Blrlco,  Jr.,  Esquire,  has  filed  with  the 
Nuclear  Regulatory  Commission  a  peti¬ 
tion  for  rulemaking  dated  April  25,  1977, 
on  behalf  of  Free  Environment,  Inc.; 
Citizens  United  for  Responsible  Energy; 
the  Iowa  Public  Itaterest  Research 
Group;  the  Good  News  General  Store 
Cortieratlve;  the  New  Pioneer  Coopera¬ 
tive  Society;  the  Iowa  Federation  of 
Women’s  Clubs;  the  Women’s  Interna¬ 
tional  League  for  Peace  and  Freedom, 
Des  Moines  Branrti;  and  Citizens  for  En- 
vlnxunental  Action. 

’The  petitioners  request  the  Commis¬ 
sion  to  amend  its  relation  “Licensing 
of  Production  and  Utilization  Facilities,” 
10  CFR  Part  50,  befm^  proceeding  with 
any  processing  of  license  applications  for 
the  Central  Iowa  Nuclear  Project,  to  re¬ 
quire  that: 

1.  Nuclear  reactms  be  located  below 
ground  level;  and 

2.  Nuclear  reactors  be  housed  in  sealed 
buildings,  within  which  iiermanait  heavy 
vacuums  are  maintained,  and 

3.  A  full-time  federal  employee,  with 
full  authority  to  order  the  plant  to  be 


shut  down  in  case  of  any  operational 
abnormality,  always  be  present  in  a  nu¬ 
clear  generating  station;  and 

4.  The  .Cuitral  Iowa  nuclear  project 
and  other  reactors  be  sited  at  least  40 
miles  from  majcx'  populati(m  centoa. 

The  petiticmers  rrter  to  the  petition  for 
rulemaking  (PRM-50-19)  filed  with  the 
Commission  cm  January  21,  1977,  by  the 
Connecticut  Citizens  Action  Group,  et  al.. 
for  arguments  and  documentation  to 
support  this  petition  (PRM-50-20). 

The  petiticxiers  state  that: 

Briefly,  the  placing  of  reactors  underground 
has  been  recommended  by  nuclear  propo¬ 
nent  Dr.  Edward  Teller  and  others;  houdng 
reactors  In  sealed  buildings  Is  practiced  by 
Canada  In  CANDU  reactors  as  a  safety  meas¬ 
ure;  placing  a  full-time  Federal  employee  on 
the  premises  with  authority  to  order  a  shut¬ 
down,  and  also  locating  reactma  In  sparsely 
populated  areas,  have  been  recommended  by 
numerous  citizens’  groups,  with  the  latter  of 
these  two  being  endorsed  In  non-blndlng 
NRC  guidelines  for  reactor  siting. 

In  the  exercise  of  its  continuing  re¬ 
sponsibility  to  provide  adequate  imitec- 
tion  for  the  health  and  safety  of  the 
public  and  to  carry  out  its  licensing  and 
related  regulatory  functions  in  a  manner 
vhich  win  assure  that  nuclear  power 
plants  are  constructed  and  operated  In 
accordance  with  strict  safety  standards, 
the  Commission  tias  work  under  way  on 
two  of  the  matters  addressed  in  the  peti¬ 
tion.  Since  Information  on  this  wmk  may 
be  of  interest  to  persons  desiring  to  com¬ 
ment  (HI  the  petition,  a  brief  description 
of  it  is  iHxivided  in  this  notice. 

In  the  spring  of  1975,  the  Commission 
contracted  for  a  study  on  the  imder- 
ground  siting  of  nuclear  power  reactors. 
A  report  on  the  results'crf  this  study  is 
expected  to  be  completed  by  mid-1977. 
’This  rep<Ht  will  address  a  portion  of  the 
factors  that  miist  be  considered  in  deter¬ 
mining  the  overall  utility  of  underground 
siting  of  nuclear  power  plants. 

In  November  1976,  the  Commission 
staff  undertook  an  assessment  of  the 
feasibility  of  instituting  a  program  of 
full-time  inspectton  at  operating  reac^ 
tors.  This  assessment,  which  contains  an 
analirsls  of  vari(His  alternatives  fen*  in¬ 
specting  operating  reactcNs,  including  as 
one  of  the  alternatives  the  placement 
of  a  full-time  NRC  employee  in  the  con¬ 
trol  room  of  each  nuclear  power  idant, 
also  is  expected  to  be  completed  by  mld- 
1977. 

A  coM(  of  the  petition  for  rule  making 
is  available  for  public  inspectiem  at  the 
Commission’s  Public  Document  Room, 
1717  H  Street  NW.,  Washington.  D.C. 
20555. 

A  copy  of  the  petitkHi  may  be  obtained 
by  writing  to  the  Divlston  of  Rules  and 
Records,  Office  of  Administration.  UJ3. 
Nuclear  Regulatory  Commission,  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C. 20555. 

All  intonsted  piaaons  who  desire  to 
submit  written  comments  or  suggestimiB 
concerning  the  petition  for  rule  making 
should  send  their  comments  to  the 
Secretary  ot  the  Commission,  UJ3. 
Nuclear  Regulatory  Commission,  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C.  20555,  Attention:  D(x:keting 
and  Service  Branch,  by  July  18.  1977. 


Dated  at  Washington,  D.C.,  this  13th 
day  of  May  1977. 


For  the  Nuclear  Regulatory  CommlS' 
Sion. 


Samxtkl  J.  Chilk, 
Secretary  of  the  Commission. 


[FR  Doc.77-14261  PUed  6-18-77:8:45  am] 


(Docket  No.  50-331] 

IOWA  ELECTRIC  LIGHT  AND  POWER  CO., 
ET  AL. 

Issuance  of  Amendment  to  Facility 
Operating  License 

The  U.S.  Nuclear  Regulatory  Commis¬ 
sion  (the  Commissi<m)  has  issued 
Amendment  No.  333  to  Facility  Operat¬ 
ing  License  No.  DPR-49  issued  to  Iowa 
Electric  Ught  and  Power  Cennpany. 
Central  Iowa  Power  C(x>perative,  and 
Com  Belt  Power  Cooperative,  which  re¬ 
vised  Techni(»l  Specifications  for  opera- 
tlcm  of  the  Duane  Arnold  Energy  Center, 
located  in  Linn  Coimty,  loa’a.  The 
amendment  is  effective  as  of  its  date  of 
Issuance. 

The  amendment  consists  of  changes  to 
the  Technical  Specifications  that  will  al¬ 
low  operation  of  DAEC  in  Core  Cycle  3 
by  approprlatrty  modifying  the  core 
thermal  limits  and  adding  a  restriction 
on  operations  in  the  natural  circulation 
mode. 

The  triplication  for  the  amendment 
c(Mnplies  with  the  standards  and  re<iuire- 
ments  of  the  AUnnlc  Energy  Act  of  1954, 
as  amended  (the  Act) ,  and  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  rules  and  regulations.  The  Com¬ 
mission  has  made  aiHin^rlate  findings 
as  required  by  the  Act  and  the  Commis- 
sion’s  rules  and  regulations  in  10  CFR 
Chapter  I,  which  are  set  forth  in  the 
license  amendment.  Prior  puUic  notice 
of  this  amendment  was  not  required 
since  the  amendment  does  not  involve  a 
significant  hazards  consideration. 

’Ihe  Commission  has  determined  that 
the  issuance  of  this  amendment  will  not 
resuK  in  any  significant  environmental 
impact  and  that  pursuant  to  10  C7FR 
f  51.5(d)  (4)  an  environmental  impact 
statement  or  negative  declaration  and 
environmental  impact  appraisal  need  not 
be  prepared  in  connection  with  issuance 
of  this  amendment. 

For  further  details  with  respect  to  this 
action,  see  (1)  the  application  for  amend¬ 
ment  dated  January  31,  supplemented 
by  letters  dated  March  10.  March  15, 
March  28  and  May  5,  (2)  Amendment 
No.  33  to  License  No.  DPR-49,  and  (3) 
the  Commisslcm’s  related  Safety  Evalua¬ 
tion.  All  of  these  items  are  available  for 
public  inspection  at  the  Commission’s 
Public  Document  Room.  1717  H  Street 
NW.,  Wa^iington,  D.C.  and  at  the  Cedar 
Rapids  Public  Library,  426  Third  Avenue, 
SE.,  Cedar  Rapids,  Iowa  52401.  A  copy 
of  items  (2)  and  (3)  may  be  obtained 
upon  request  addressed  to  the  UB.  Nu¬ 
clear  Regulatory  Commission,  Washing¬ 
ton.  D.C.  20555,  Attention:  Director, 
Division  of  Operating  Reactors. 

Dated  at  Bethesda.  Maryland,  this  6th 
day  of  May  1977. 
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For  the  Nuclesir  Regulatory  Commis¬ 
sion. 


Gsorgx  Lias. 

Chief.  Operating  Reactor$ 
Branch  No.  3,  Division  of 
Operating  Reactors. 


[PR  Doc.77-14039  Piled  6-18-77;8:45  am] 


[ribcket  Nos.  STN  50-580  and  STN  50-581 ) 

OHIO  EDISON  CO.,  ET  AL 

Availability  of  Applicant's  Environmental 
Report 

Pursuant  to  the  National  Environ¬ 
mental-  Policy  Act  of  1969  and  the  reg- 
ulations  of  the  Commission  in  10  CFR 
Part  51,  the  Ohio  Edion  Compcuiy,  the 
Cleveland  Electric  Illuminating  Com¬ 
pany.  Ehiquesne  Light  Company,  Penn¬ 
sylvania  Power  Company,  and  the  Toledo 
Edison  Company  have  filed  an  Environ¬ 
mental  Report,  dated  April  29,  1977,  in 
support  of  their  application  to  construct 
and  operate  the  Erie  Nuclear  Plant,  Unit 
Nos.  1  and  2  to  be  located  in  Erie  County 
Ohio.  The  report,  which  discusses  en¬ 
vironmental  considerations  related  to 
the  construction  and  operation  of  the 
proposed  facility  is  available  for  public 
inspection  at  the  Commission’s  Public 
Document  Room,  1717  H  Street,  NW., 
Washington.  D.C.  and  the  Berlin  Town¬ 
ship  Public  Library.  4  East  Main  Street, 
Berlin  Heights,  Ohio.  Copies  of  the  report 
are  also  being  made  available  at  the  Of¬ 
fice  of  the  Governor,  State  Clearing¬ 
house.  State  OfiBce  Tower,  30  East  Broad 
Street,  Coliunbus,  Ohio,  and  at  the 
Toledo  MetroFK>litan  Area  Council  of 
Governments,  420  Madison  Avenue, 
Toledo,  Ohio. 

After  the  Environmental  Report  has 
be^  analyzed  by  the  Office  of  Nuclear 
Reactor  Regulation  staff,  a  Draft  En¬ 
vironmental  Statement  will  be  prepared. 
Upon  preparation  of  the  draft  Environ¬ 
mental  Statement,  the  Commission  will, 
ammig  other  things,  cause  to  be  pub¬ 
lished  in  the  Federal  Register  a  sum¬ 
mary  notice  of  availability  of  the  draft 
statement,  with  a  request  for  comments 
from  interested  persons  on  the  draft 
statement.  The  summary  notice  will  also 
contain  a  statem^t  to  the  effect  that 
comments  of  FMeral  agencies  and  State 
and  local  officials  will  be  made  available 
when  received.  Upon  (xmsideration  of 
comments  submitt^  with  respect  to  the 
DrMt  Environmental  Statement,  the 
staff  will  prepare  a  Final  Environmental 
Statement,  the  availability  of  which  will 
be  published  in  the  Federal  Register. 

Dated  at  Rockville,  Maryland,  this  9th 
day  of  May  1977. 

For  the  Nuclear  Regulatory  Commis- 
si(m. 

Wm.  H.  Regan,  Jr.. 

Chief,  Environmental  Projects 
Branch  2,  Division  of  Site 
Safety  and  Environmental 
Analysis. 

[FR  Doc.77-1404a  Filed  9-18-77;8:46  am] ' 


REGULATORY  GUIDES 

Expiration  of  Initial  Public  Comment 
Period 

The  Nuclear  Regulatory  Commission 
staff  has,  after  consideration  of  the  pub¬ 
lic  comments  received  to  date  on  seven 
guides  frMn  its  Regulatory  Guide  Series, 
determined  thatt  here  is  no  need  for  a 
revision  at  this  time.  Most  regulatory 
guides  are  revised  to  refiect  additional 
staff  review  and  public  comments  re¬ 
ceived  during  the  initial  60-day  com¬ 
ment  period  following  a  guide’s  first  is¬ 
suance.  However,  in  a  few  cases,  a  guide 
may  deal  ^th  a  noncontroversial  sub¬ 
ject  or  m^  be  a  simple  codification  of 
existing  practice,  and  therefore  there 
may  be  no  need  for  a  revision.  The  guides 
noticed  here  are  in  this  latter  category, 
and  for  this  reason  the  staff  has  con¬ 
cluded  that  no  changes  are  needed  at 
this  time.  The  staff  is  therefore  now 
using  the  guides  in  evaluating  applicant 
and  Ucensee  submittals  and  performance, 
as  noted  in  the  guides’  implementation 
sections. 

The  guides  involved  are  1.8,  “Person¬ 
nel  Selection  and  Training’’;  1.112,  “Cal¬ 
culation  of  Releases  of  Radioactive  Ma¬ 
terials  in  Gaseous  and  Liquid  Effluents 
from  LWRs’’;  2.4,  “Review  of  Experi¬ 
ments  for  Research  Reactors’’;  3.30, 
“Selection,  Application,  and  Inspection 
of  Protective  Coatings  (Paints)  for  Fhel 
Reprocessing  Plants’’;  3.31.  “Emergency 
Water  Supply  Systems  for  Fuel  Re¬ 
processing  Plants’’;  7.5,  “Administrative 
Guide  for  Obtaining  Ebcemption  from 
Certain  NRC  Requirements  Over  Radio¬ 
active  Material  Shipments’’;  and  8.10, 
“Operating  Philosophy  for  Maintain¬ 
ing  Occupational  Radiation  Exposure  As 
Low  As  Is  Reasonably  Achievable.’’ 

The  first  pages  of  the  guides  (or  the 
entire  guide,  in  the  case  of  1-  or  2-page 
guides  (  with  the  words  “For  Comment’’ 
deletd  are  being  reissued  to  the  distribu¬ 
tion  hist  for  the  am>ropriate  division.  The 
letter  “R’’  added  to  the  revision  number 
is  to  indicate  that  the  page  (or  guide) 
has  been  reissued  with  no  changes  in  the 
text.  For  example,  “Revision  O-R’’  in¬ 
dicates  that  the  guide  as  originally  is¬ 
sued  is  being  reissued  imchanged. 

Requests  for  single  copies  of  the  reis¬ 
sued  first  pages  (or  guides)  should  be 
made  in  writing  to  the  U.S.  Nuclear  Reg¬ 
ulatory  Commlssicm,  Washington,  D.C. 
20555,  Attention:  Director,  Division  of 
Document  Control. 

Comments  and  suggestions  for  im¬ 
provements  in  regulatory  guides  are  en¬ 
couraged  at  all  times,  and  guides  are  re¬ 
vised,  as  appropriate,  to  accommodate 
comments  and  refiect  new  information  or 
experience.  However,  newly  issued  guides 
have  an  mitial  comment  period  of  about 
two  months  after  Issuance.  Following  the 
expiration  of  this  period,  the  staff  reviews 
the  comments  and  revises  the  guides,  as 
aK>ropriate,  to-  reflect  such  suggestions 
as  alternative  wasrs  of  achieving  accept¬ 
able  levels  of  safety  and  safeguards. 


(5  U.S.C.  55a(s).) 

Dated  at  Rockville,  Maryland,  this  9th 
day  of  May  1977. 

For  the  Nuclear  Regulatory  Commis¬ 
sion. 

Robert  B.  Minogue. 

Director,  Office  of 
Standards  Development. 
|FR  Doc. 77-14040  Filed  5-18-77:8:45  ami 


REGULATORY  GUIDE 
Issuance  and  Availability 

The  Nuclear  Regulatory  Commission 
has  issued  a  guide  in  its  Regulatory 
Guide  Series.  This  series  has  been  de¬ 
veloped  to  describe  and  make  available 
to  the  public  methcxls  acceptable  to  the 
NRC  staff  of  implementing  specific  parts 
of  the  Commission’s  regulations  and,  in 
some  cases,  to  delineate  techniques 
used  by  the  staff  in  evaluating  sp>ecific 
problems  or  postulated  accidents  and  to 
provide  guidance  to  applicants  concern¬ 
ing  certain  of  the  information  needed 
by  the  staff  in  its  review  of  applications 
for  permits  and  licenses. 

Regulatory  Guide  3.41,  Revision  1. 
“Validation  of  Calculational  Methods 
for  Nuclear  Criticality  Safety,’’  pro¬ 
vides  a  procedure  acceptable  to  the  NRC 
staff  for  validating  methods  of  calcula¬ 
tion.  primarily  for  electronic  computer 
codes.  This  guide  endorses  ANSI  Stand¬ 
ard  N16.9-1975.  “ValidatiMi  of  Calcula¬ 
tional  Methods  for  Nuclear  Criticality 
Safety.’’  Consideration  of  public  com¬ 
ments  and  additional  staff  review  in¬ 
dicated  the  need  for  only  minor  changes 
in  this  revision  to  correct  the  designa¬ 
tion  of  the  standard. 

Comments  and  suggestions  in  connec¬ 
tion  with  (1)  items  for  inclusion  in 
guides  currently  being  developed  or  (2) 
improvements  in  all  published  guides 
are  encouraged  at  any  time.  Comments 
should  be  sent  to  the  Secretary  of  the 
Commission.  UB.  Nuclear  Regulatory 
Commission,  Washington,  D.C.  20555, 
Attention:  Docketing  and  Service 

Branch. 

Regulatoiy  guides  are  available  for  in¬ 
spection  at  the  Commission’s  Public 
Document  Room,  1717  H  Street  NW., 
Washington.  D.C.  Requests  for  single 
copies  of  issued  giildes  (which  may  be 
reproduced)  or  for  plaoemrait  on  an 
automatic  distribution  list  for  single 
copies  of  future  guides  in  specific  divi¬ 
sions  should  be  made  in  writing  to  the 
U.S.  Nuclear  Regulatory  Commission, 
Washington,  D.C.  20555,  Attention: 
Director.  Division  of  Document  ChntroL 
Telephone  requests  cannot  be  accom¬ 
modated.  Regulatory  guides  are  not  copy¬ 
righted.  and  Commission  approval  is  not 
required  to  reproduce  them. 

(5  irs.C.  55a(a).) 

Dated  at  Rockville,  Md.,  this  10th  day 
of  May  1977. 
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Pot  the  Nuclear  Regulatory  CommlS' 
slon. 

Rorxkt  B.  Minoguk. 

Director,  Office  of 
Standards  Development. 
|FR  Doc.77-14264  PUed  6-18^77;8:45  am] 


[Docket  Nos.  50-361-OL  and  50-362-OTil 

SOUTHERN  CALIFORNIA  EDISON  CO.  AND 
SAN  DIEGO  GAS  &  ELECTRIC  CO. 

Establishment  of  Atomic  Safety  and 
Licensing  Board  To  Rule  on  Petitions 

Pursuant  to  delegation  by  the  Com¬ 
mission  dated  December  29,  1972,  pub¬ 
lished  In  the  Federal  Register  (37  FR 
28710)  and  §§  2.105,  2.700,  2.702,  2.714, 
2.714a,  2.717  and  2.721  of  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  Regulatlcms,  all  as  amended,  an 
Atomic  Safety  and  Licensing  Boctrd  Is 
being  established  to  rule  on  petitions 
and/or  requests  for  leave  to  Intervene  In 
the  following  proceeding: 

SovTRniN  CALsroaifiA  Edison  Co.  and  San 
Dbgo  Oas  &  Elsctbic  Oo. 

(San  Onofre  Nuclear  Generating  Station, 
Units  2  and  3.) 

This  actkm  Is  In  reference  to  a  notice 
published  by  the  Commission  on  April  7, 
1977,  In  the  Federal  Rbqistbr  (42  FR 
18460)  entitled  “Receipt  of  Application 
for  Facility  Operating  Licenses;  Avail¬ 
ability  of  En^onmental  Report;  and 
Opportunity  for  Hearing”. 

The  members  of  the  Board  and  ad¬ 
dresses  are  as  follows: 

John  M.  Frysiak,  Esq.,  Chairman,  Atomic 
Safety  and  Uoenslng  Board  PanaL  UA. 
Nuclear  BagulatiNy  Commission,  Washing¬ 
ton.  D.C.  20665. 

Dr.  Cadet  H.  Hand,  Jr..  Member.  Director, 
Bodega  Marine  laboratory.  University  of 
California,  P.O.  Box  247,  Bodega  Bay,  Oall- 
fomla  94923. 

Mr.  Ijeeter  Kombllth,  Jr.,  Member.  Atomic 
Safety  and  Licensing  Board  Panel,  UA. 
Nuclear  Regulatory  C<Hnmlsslon,  Washing¬ 
ton.  D.C.  20666. 

Dated  at  Bethesda,  Md.,  this  12th  day 
of  May  1977. 

Atomic  Safety  and  Licens¬ 
ing  Board  Panel, 

James  R.  Yore, 

Chairman. 

(FR  Doc.77-14366  FUed  &-18-77;8;4&  am] 


[Docket  No.  PRM-20-91 
TECH /OPS 

Filing  of  Petition  for  Rule  Making 

Notice  Is  hereby  given  that  Tech/Ops 
Radiation  Products  Division,  40  South 
Avwue,  Burlingtmi,  Bfassachusetts,  by 
letter  dated  April  15, 1977,  has  filed  with 
the  Nuclear  Regulatory  Commission  a 
petition  for  rule  making  to  amend  the 
Commission’s  regulation  “Standards  for 
Protection  Against  Radiation’’,  10  CFR 
Part  20. 

The  petitioner  requests  the  (Commis¬ 
sion  to  amend  10  CFR  Part  20  by  revls- 
Ing  paragn^  20.205(c)(2)  to  read  as 
follows: 


I  20A0S  (c)  (2) .  If  radlaUon  IcveU  are  found 
at  five  centimeters  from  the  external  surface 
of  package  In  excess  of  100  xnllUrem  per 
hour,  or  at  three  feet  from  the  external  sur¬ 
face  of  the  package  In  excess  of  10  mlUirem 
per  homr,  the  Licensee  shall  Immediately  no¬ 
tify  by  telephone  and  telegraph,  mallgram 
«  facsimile,  the  Director  of  the  appropriate 
NBC  Regional  Office  listed  in  Appendix  D. 
and  the  flniu  delivering  carrier.  Radiation 
levels  shall  be  determined  by  measurements 
averaged  over  a  cross  sectional  area  of  ten 
square  centimeters  with  no  linear  dimension 
greater  than  five  centimeters. 

The  petitioner  states  that  determina¬ 
tion  of  the  maximum  radlRtion  intensity 
at  the  surface  of  the  package  requires 
measuronents  at  a  finite  distance  from 
the  surface  of  the  package,  knowledge 
of  the  non-unlformlty  of  the  radiation 
field,  and  calculations  to  cmrect  for  the 
averaging  of  the  detector  and  the  geom¬ 
etry  of  the  package,  survey  Instrument 
and  detector.  It  Is  the  view  of  the  peti¬ 
tioner  that  this  procedure  Is  Impractical 
and  can  lead  to  Incmisistent  results. 

’The  petitioner  contends  that  as  the 
rationale  for  specifying  surface  radia¬ 
tion  level  Umlts  Is  to  provide  a  degree  of 
control  <m  external  radiation  dose  rates 
to  personnel,  this  control  can  be  main¬ 
tained  through  specification  of  radiation 
level  limits  which  can  be  practicably  Im¬ 
plemented.  ’The  petitioner  states  that 
specification  of  radiation  level  limits  at  a 
distance  of  five  centimeters  from  the 
sm^ace  of  the  package  allows  the  level 
to  be  actually  measured  at  the  axis  of  a 
detector,  and  specification  of  the  area 
over  which  the  Intensity  may  be  av¬ 
eraged  minimizes  the  inconsistency 
vriilch  arises  over  non-imlform  radia¬ 
tion  fields  and  large  versus  small  detec¬ 
tors. 

The  petitioner  states  that  the  pro¬ 
posed  amendment  would  provide  lower 
radiation  levels  than  the  current  reg¬ 
ulation  In  all  cases  with  the  exception  of 
devices  with  a  source  to  smf  ace  distance 
m  the  range  of  2.00  to  4A2  Inches.  ’The 
petitioner  contends  that  although  the 
surface  radiation  level  in  this  size  region 
Is  greater,  there  Is  a  greater  degree  of 
control  of  whole  body  exposure  than  Is 
allowed  for  larger  packages  imder  the 
current  regulation. 

A  copy  of  the  petition  for  rule  making 
Is  available  for  public  Inspection  at  the 
Commission’s  Public  Document  Room. 
1717  H  Street.  NW.,  Washington.  D.C.  A 
copy  of  the  petition  may  be  obtained  by 
writing  to  the  Division  of  Rules  and  Rec¬ 
ords,  Office  of  Administration,  UJB.  Nu¬ 
clear  Regulatory  Commission,  Washing¬ 
ton,  D.C.  20555, 

All  persons  who  desire  to  submit  writ¬ 
ten  comments  or  suggestions  concerning 
the  petition  for  rule  making  should  send 
their  comments  to  the  Secretary  of  the 
Commission,  UB.  Nuclear  Regulatory 
Commission,  Washington,  D.C.  20555, 
Attention:  Docketing  and  Service 
Branch  by  July  18.  1977. 

Dated  at  Washington,  D.C.,  this  12th 
day  of  May  1977. 


For  the  Nuclear  Regulatory  Commis 
slon. 


Samuel  J.  ChiiLK, 
Secretary  of  the  Commission. 


(PR  Doc.r7-14259  FUed  5-18-77;8:45  am] 


[Docket  No.  PRM-34-1  ] 

TECH /OPS 

Filing  of  Petition  for  Rule  Making 

Notice  Is  hereby  given  that  Tech /Ops, 
Radiation  Products  Division.  40  South. 
Avenue,  Burlington.  Massachusetts,  by 
letter  dated  April  15.  1977,  has  filed  with 
the  Nuclear  Regulatory  Commission  a 
petition  for  rule  making  to  amend  the 
Commission’s  regulation  “Licenses  for 
Radiography  and  Radiation  Safety  Re¬ 
quirements for  Radiographic  Opera¬ 
tions,’’  10  CTFR  Part  34. 

The  petitioner  requests  the  Commis¬ 
sion  to  amend  10  CFR  Part  34  by  revising 
section  34.21  to  read  as  follows: 

{ 34.31  Limits  on  levels  of  rsdiation  for 
radlogTAphlc  exposure  devices  and  storage 
containers.  With  the  sealed  source  in  the 
shielded  or  “olf”  position  radiographic  ex¬ 
posure  devices  and  storage  containers  for 
sealed  sources  ahall  have  no  radiation  level 
In  excess  of  100  miUiroentgens  per  hour  at 
five  centlmetm  fixan  any  exterior  surface  of 
the  device  and  10  mUliroentgens  per  hour  at 
one  meter  from  any  exterior  surface  of  the 
device.  Compliance  with  the  exposure  limits 
ahall  be  determined  by  measurements  aver¬ 
aged  over  a  cross  sectional  area  of  ten  square 
centimeters  with  no  linear  dimension  greater 
than  five  centimeters. 

The  petitioner  states  that  determina¬ 
tion  of  the  maximum  radiation  intensity 
at  the  surface  of  the  device  requires 
measurements  at  a  finite  distance  from 
the  surface  of  the  device,  knowledge  of 
the  non-uniformity  of  the  radiation  field, 
and  calculations  to  correct  for  the  aver¬ 
aging  of  the  detector  and  the  geometry 
of  tiie  device,  survey  instrument  and  de¬ 
tector.  It  Is  the  view  of  the  petitioner  that 
this  procedure  Is  impractical  for  radio- 
graphic  operations  and  can  lead  to  incon¬ 
sistent  results. 

The  petitioner  contends  that  as  the  ra¬ 
tionale  fm:  specifying  surface  radiation 
levels  limits  Is  to  provide  a  degree  of  con¬ 
trol  on  external  radiation  dose  rates  to 
personnel,  this  control  can  be  maintained 
through  specification  of  radiation  level 
limits  which  can  be  practicably  Imple¬ 
mented.  Tlie  petitioner  states  that  speci¬ 
fication  of  radiation  level  limits  at  a 
distance  of  five  centimeters  from  the  sur¬ 
face  of  the  device  allows  the  level  to  ’je 
actually  measured  at  the  axis  of  a  detec¬ 
tor.  and  specification  of  the  area  over 
adilch  the  Intensity  may  be  averaged 
minimizes  the  inconsistency  which  arises 
over  non-uniform  radiation  fields  and 
large  versus  small  detectors. 

The  petitioner  states  that  the  proposed 
amendment  would  provide  lower  radia¬ 
tion  levels  than  the  current  regulation  in 
all  cases  with  the  exception  of  devices 
with  a  source  to  surface  distance  In  the 
range  of  4.00  to  4.82  Inches,  and  In  this 
range  the  levels  allowed  by  the  proposed 
amendment  exceed  those  allowed  by  the 
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current  regulation  by  a  maximum  of 

12'rr. 

A  copy  of  the  petition  for  rule  making 
is  available  for  public  .inspection  at  the 
Commission’s  Public  Document  Room, 
1717  H  Street,  NW.,  Washington,  D.C. 
A  copy  of  the  petition  may  be  obtained 
by  writing  to  the  Division  of  Rules  and 
Records,  Office  of  Administration,  U.S. 
Nuclear  Regulatory  Commission,  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C. 20555. 

All  persons  who  desire  to  submit  writ¬ 
ten  comments,  or  suggestions  concerning 
the  petition  for  rulemaking  should  send 
their  comments  to  the  Secretary  of  the 
Commission,  U.S.  Nuclear  Regulatory 
Commission,  Washington,  D.C.  20555, 
Attention:  Docketing  and  Service 

Branch,  by  July  18, 1977. 


Dated  at  Washington,  D.C.,  this  12th 
day  of  May  1977. 


For  the  Nuclear  Regulatory  Commis¬ 
sion. 


Samuel  J.  Chilk, 
Secretary  of  the  Commission. 


(PR  Doc.77-14260  Piled  5-18-T7;8:45  am] 


IDocket  Nos.  STN  50-518,  STN  50-519,  STN 
50-520,  and  STN  60-521] 


TENNESSEE  VALLEY  AUTHORITY  (HARTS- 
.  VILLE  NUCLEAR  PLANTS,  UNITS  Al, 
Bl,  A2  AND  B2) 

Issuance  of  Construction  Permits 


Notice  is  hereby  given  that,  pursuant 
to  the  Initial  Decision  of  the  Atomic 
Safety  and  Licensing  Board  dated  April 
28,  1977,  the  Nuclear  Regulatory  Com¬ 
mission  (the  Commission)  has  issued 
Construction  Permits  Nos.  CPPR-’l50, 
CPPR-151,  CPPR-152  and  CPR-153  to 
the  Tennessee  Valley  Authority  for  con¬ 
struction  of  four  boiling  water  nuclear 
reactors  at  the  apidicant’s  site,  on  the 
(Cumberland  River,  s^iproximately  40 
mUes  northeast  of  Nashville  in  Smith  and 
Trousdale  Counties,  Tennessee. 


The  proposed  reactors,  known  as  the 
Hartsville  Nuclear  Plants,  Units  Al,  Bl, 
A2  and  B2  (the  facilities),  are  each  de¬ 
signed  for  a  rated  power  of  3579  mega¬ 
watts  thermal  with  a  net  electrical  out¬ 
put  of  1233  megawatts. 

The  Initial  Decision  is  subject  to  re¬ 
view  by  an  Atomic  Safety  and  Licmsing 
Appeal  Board  prior  to  becoming  final. 
Any  decision  or  action  taken  by  an 
Atomic  Safety  and  Licmsing  Appeal 
Board  in  connection  with  the  Initial 
Decision  may  be  reviewed  by  the  Com¬ 
mission. 


The  Commission  has  made  appropriate 
findings  as  required  by  the  Atomic 
Energy  Act  of  1954,  as  amended  (the 
Act),  and  the  Commission’s  rules  and 
regulations  in  10  CFR  Chapter  I,  which 
are  set  forth  in  the  construction  permits. 
Each  construction  permit  Includes  a 
statement  that  it  is  subject  to  the  out¬ 
come  of  the  proceedings  in  Natural 
Resources  Defense  Council  v.  Nuclear 
Regulatory  Commission  (D.C.  Circuit, 
July  21,  1976)  Nos.  74-1385  and  74-1586. 
Hie  application  for  the  construction 
permits  complies  with  the  standards  and 


requirements  of  the  Act  and  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  rules  and  regulations. 

The  construction  permits  are  effective 
as  of  their  dates  of  issuance.  The  earliest 
date  for  completion  of  Unit  Al  is  No¬ 
vember  30,  1981,  aiid  the  latest  date  for 
completion  is  February  28,  1983.  The 
earliest  date  for  completion  of  Unit  Bl 
is  May  31,  1982,  and  the  latest  date  for 
completion  is  August  31,  1983.  The 
earliest  date  for  completion  of  Unit  A2 
is  November  30, 1982,  and  the  latest  date 
for  completion  is  February  29,  1984.  The 
earliest  date  for  completion  of  Unit  B2 
is  May  31,  1983,  and  the  latest  date  for 
completion  is  August  31,  1984.  The  per¬ 
mits  shall  expire  on  the  latest  dates  for 
completion  of  the  facilities. 

A  copy  of  (1)  the  Initial  Decision 
dated  April  28,  1977;  (2)  CcHistruction 
Permits  Nos.  CPPR-150,  CPPR-151, 

CPPR-152  and  CPPR-153;  (3)  the  re- 
POTt  of  the  Advisory  Committee  on  Re¬ 
actor  Safeguards,  dated  May  13.  1976; 
(4)  the  Office  of  Nuclear  Reactor  Regu¬ 
lation’s  Safety  Evaluation  Report  dated 
April  1976,  and  supplements  thereto;  (5) 
the  Preliminary  Safety  Analysis  Report 
and  amendments  thereto;  (6)  the  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  Environmental  Report  dated 
October  10,  1974,  and  supplements 

thereto;  (7)  the  Draft  Environmental 
Statement  dated  December  1974;  and 
(8)  the  Final  Environmental  Statement 
dated  June  1975,  are  availaUe  fCM*  public 
inspectkm  at  the  Commission’s  Public 
Document  Room  at  1717  H  Street,  NW., 
Washington,  D.C.,  and ,  the  Fred  A. 
Vought  Library,  311  White  Oak  Street, 
Hartsville,  Tennessee  37173.  A  copy  of 
the  item  (2),  may  be  obtained  upon  re¬ 
quest  addressed  to  the  U.S.  Nuclear  Reg¬ 
ulatory  Commission,  Washington.  D.C. 
20555,  Attention:  Director,  Division  of 
Project  Management.  Copies  of  the 
Safety  Evaluation  Report  (NUREO- 
0014)  and  the  Final  Environmental 
Statement  (NUREG-75/039)  may  be 
purchased,  at  currmt  rates,  from  the 
Naticmal  Technical  Information  Service, 
Springfield,  Virginia  22161. 

Dated  at  Bethesda,  Maryland,  this  9th 
day  of  May,  1977. 


County,  Massachusetts.  The  amendment 
is  effective  as  of  its  date  ot  Issuance. 

The  amendment  deletes  the  provision 
for  visual  inspections  of  accessible  por¬ 
tions  of  the  reactor  coolant  system  from 
the  reactor  coolant  system  surveillance 
requirements. 

The  application  for  the  amendment 
complies  with  the  standards  and  require¬ 
ments  of  the  Atomic  Energy  Act  of  1954, 
as  amended  (the  Act) ,  and  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  rules  and  regulations.  The  Com¬ 
mission  has  made  appropriate  findings 
as  required  by  the  Act  and  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  rules  and  regulations  in  10  CFR 
Chapter  I,  which  are  set  forth  in  the  li¬ 
cense  amendment.  Prior  public  notice  of 
this  amendment  was  not  required  since 
the  amendment  does  not  involve  a  sig¬ 
nificant  hazards  consideration. 

The  Commission  has  determined  that 
the  issuance  of  this  amendment  will  not 
result  in  any  significant  environmental 
impact  and  that  pursuant  to  10  CFR 
§  51.5(d)  (4)  -  an  environmental  impact 
statement  or  negative  declaration  and 
environmental  impact  appraisal  need  not 
be  prepared  in  connection  with  issuance 
of  this  amendment. 

For  further  details  with  respect  to  this 
action,  see  (1)  the  application  for 
amendment  dated  December  9,  1976,  (2) 
Amendment  No.  38  to  License  No.  DE*R-3, 
and  (3)  the  Commission’s  related  Safety 
Evaluation.  All  of  these  items  are  avail¬ 
able  for  public  inspection  at  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  Public  Document  Rocmi,  1717 
H  Street,  NW„  Washingtcm,  D.C.  and  at 
the  Greenfield  Public  Library,  422  Main 
Street,  Greenfield,  Massachusetts  01581. 
A  copy  of  items  (2)  and  (3)  may  be  ob¬ 
tained  upon  request  addressed  to  the  U.S. 
Nuclear  Regulatory  Commission,  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C.  20555,  Attention:  Director, 
Division  of  Operating  Reactors. 


Dated  at  Bethesda.  Maryland,  this  3rd 
day  of  May  1977. 


For  the  Nuclear  Regulatory  Commis 
Sion. 


A.  SCHWENCER, 

Chief,  Operating  Reactors 
Branch  No.  1,  Division 
of  Operating  Reactors. 


For  the  Nuclear  Regulatory  Commis 
Sion. 


Steven  A.  Varga, 
Chief,  Light  Water  Reactors 
Branch  4,  Division  of  Project 
Management. 


JFR  Doc.77-14044  Filed  6-18-77;8:45  am] 


NATIONAL  Tf^ANSPORTATION 
SAFETY  BOARD 

[N-AR  77-20] 


(PR  Doc.77-14043  PUed  6-ia-77;8:45  am] 


[Docket  No.  50-29] 

YANKEE  ATOMIC  ELECTRIC  CO. 

Issuance  of  Amendment  to  Facility 
Operating  License 

The  U.S.  Nuclear  Regulatory  Commis¬ 
sion  (the  Commisslim)  has  issued 
Amendment  No.  38  to  Facility  Operating 
License  No.  DPR-3,  issued  to  Yankee 
Atomic  Electric  Company  (the  licensee) , 
which  revised  Technical  Specifications 
for  operation  of  the  Yankee  Nuclear 
Power  Station  (Yankee-Rowe)  (the 
facility)  located  in  Rowe,  Franklin 


STATISTICAL  CHART;  SAFETY 
RECOMMENDATIONS  AND  RESPONSES 

Availability  apd  Receipt 

Chart  of  1976  Transportation  Fatali¬ 
ties.  The  transportation  death  toll  in  the 
United  States  levelled  off  in  1976  after 
three  years  (ff  decline,  according  to  pre¬ 
liminary  statistics  released  May  14  by 
the  Natiraial  Transportation  Safety 
Board. 

There  were  49,565  fatalities  in  all 
transport  models  last  year,  as  ccnnpared 
with  49,502  in  1975,  a  different  of  0.15 
percent.  Highway  fatalities  turned 
slightly  upward,  increasing  from  44,690 
to  44.807,  or  less  than  1  percent.  There 
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had  been  a  nearly  20  percent  decrease  in 
1974  and  a  2  percent  decrease  in  1975. 
Highway  fatalities  historically  account 
for  more  than  90  percent  of  all  U.S. 
transportatlcm  fatalities. 

In  the  various  modes,  grade  crossing 
fatalities  increased  by  24  percent,  fnnn 
910  to  1,124.  Pipeline  fatalities  rose  from 
30  to  82,  an  increase  of  173  percent. 
Other  modes  all  showed  decreases,  with 
airlines  down  from  124  to  45  (64  per¬ 
cent)  ;  railroads,  564  to  503  (11  percent) ; 
mmine,  1,860  to  1,741  (6  percent) ;  and 
general  aviation.  1,324  to  1,273  (4  per¬ 
cent). 

The  Safety  Board’s  statistics  were  is¬ 
sued  in  the  form  of  its  annual  pie  chart 
of  transp<»^ti(m  fatalities,  attached  to 
press  release  SB  77-26. 

New  Aviation  Safety  Recommendations 

A-77-23,  issued  May  11  to  the  Federal 
Aviation  Administration.  Safety  Board 
investigation  of  the  accident  involving  a 
Bell  Model  206B  helicopter  last  February 
18  at  Atlanta,  Georgia,  has  revealed  that 
the  main  rotor  hub  trunnion  (P/N  206- 
011-113-1)  fractured  and  separated  as 
the  helicopter  departed  an  aerial  pickup 
statlcm.  The  helicopter  was  at  an  alti¬ 
tude  of  approximately  60  feet  when  wit¬ 
nesses  saw  pculs  separate  fitHn  the  main 
rotor  system.  The  helicopter  struck  the 
ground  about  600  yards  bey<»id  the  point 
of  departure.  The  pilot  was  injured  seri¬ 
ously;  the  second  crewmember,  posi¬ 
tioned  in  the  right  rear  seat,  was  in- 
Jiued  slightly. 

The  Safety  Board  analyzed  the  frac¬ 
tured  trunnion  at  its  metallurgical  labo¬ 
ratory  and  found  that  the  trunnion 
failed  in  fatigue,  which  had  originated 
in  the  radius  of  the  bearing  journal  as  a 
result  of  machine  grinding  bums.  Tbtal 
time  <Hi  this  trunnion  was  4,060.3  hours. 
The  trunnion  has  an  infinite  service  life, 
provided  it  passes  the  prescribed  mag¬ 
netic  particle  inspection  at  1,200  hour 
intervals.  While  this  particular  trunnion 
had  been  inspected  only  380  service  hours 
before  it  fractured,  there  was  no  evl-’ 
deuce  of  a  crack  even  though  traces  of 
proseal  were  found  to  be  present  in  the 
crack  during  postaccident  examinaticMi, 
indicating  that  the  crack  had  originated 
prior  to  that  inspection. 

In  view  of  the  potmtially  catastrophic 
consequences  associated  with  such  a  fail¬ 
ure,  the  Safety  Board  rec(Mnmends  that 
PAA: 

Issue  an  AlrworUilness  Directive  to  require 
an  immediate  one-time  magnetic  particle  In- 
qMcUon  of  all  Bell  main  rotor  bub  trunnions 
P/M  306-011-118-1.  In  accordance  wltb  the 
Bell  Helicopter  published  maintenance  and 
overhaul  procedures,  to  detect  machining 
deflclenclee.  surface  Irregularities,  and  cracks. 
(A-77-23)  ((Haas  I-Urgent  Pt^owup) 

A-77-24  and  25.  issued  May  13  to  the 
Federal  Aviation  Administration.  Cm- 
cem  about  alci^ol  as  a  cause  or  factor 
in  aircraft  accidents  has  led  the  Safety 
Board  to  ask  FAA  to  amend  its  regula- 

ti(»lS. 

During  its  investigation  of  a  Piper 
Cherokee  Cruiser  accident,  which  occur¬ 
red  last  December  19  at  the  Baltimore 


(Maryland)  Memorial  Stadium,  the 
Safety  Board  and  the  City  of  Baltimore 
had  difficulty  obtaining  a  blood  sample 
taken  from  the  pilot  when  he  was  admit¬ 
ted  to  the  hospital.  A  court  order  was 
required  to  obtain  samples  for  alc<^(d 
testing. 

The  Board  has  determined  that  alcohol 
is  a  cause  or  a  factor  in  about  40  air¬ 
craft  accidents  each  year,  almost  all 
fatal.  However,  in  many  survived  acci¬ 
dents,  the  Board  is  unable  to  obtain  a 
blood  alcohol  test  of  the  pilot  since  he 
must  consent  to  the  testing.  Because  of 
the  consent  limitations,  there  is  cur¬ 
rently  no  method  for  determining  the 
number  of  alcohol -related  survivable 
aircraft  accidents.  Accordingly,  the 
Safety  Board  recommends  that  FAA: 

Amend  14  CFR  61.3  to  include  an  Implied 
consent  clause  which  would  be  a  condition 
for  the  issuance  of  a  pUot  certificate  (A-77- 
34)  (Class  II — Priority  Followup) 

Amend  14  CFR  81.11  to  specify  alcohol 
levels  at  which  a  pUot  is  considered  to  be 
under  the  Infiuence  of  alcohol.  (A-77-26) 
(Class  n — Priority  Followtip) 

Safety  Recommendation  Responses 

Aviation:  A-71-S9.  Letter  of  May  6 
from  the  Federal  Aviation  Administra- 
ti(m  updates  progress  in  implementing 
the  Board's  recmnmendation  calling  for 
FAA  to  initiate  acticm  to  incorporate  in 
its  airworthiness  requirements  a  provi¬ 
sion  for  fuel  system  safety  devices  which 
will  be  effective  in  the  prevmtion  and 
contit^  of  both  in-fiight  and  postcrash 
fuel  syston  fires  and  explosions. 

FAA  reports  that  it  has  been  reviewing 
the  numerous  comments  in  response  to 
its  notice  of  proposed  rulemaking  No. 
74-16  (39  FR  12260,  AprU  4,  1974),  which 
is  directly  related  to  this  subject.  FAA 
states.  “Some  commenters  argued  that 
the  proposed  requirements  would  have 
little  or  no  effect  in  reducing  the  hazards 
of  impact-survivable  airplane  accidents 
when  the  fuel  system  Integrity  is 
breached.”  Some  commenters  claimed 
that  the  probl^ns  the  prcHPOsed  require¬ 
ments  were  trying  to  solve  could  be  more 
efficiently  and  effectively  accomplished 
by  other  means,  according  to  FAA. 

FAA  believes  that  a  public  hearing 
would  provide  a  forum  to  obtain  addi¬ 
tional  information  which  would  help  de¬ 
termine  the  proper  course  of  action  on 
this  and  related  matters.  Therefore,  FAA 
has  scheduled  a  public  hoaring  fnnn 
June  13  to  June  17.  1977.  as  officially 
announced  in  the  April  25.  1977,  Federal 
Register  (42  FR  21202) . 

Highway:  H-76-31  and  32.  Federal 
Highway  Administraticm’s  letter  of  April 
22  is  in  response  to  recommmdatlmis  de- ' 
veloped  following  investigation  of  the 
February  7,  1976,  (Xdllsion  of  a  freight 
train  and  a  pickup  truck  at  Beckemeyer, 
Illinois.  (See  41  FR  44235,  October  7. 
1976.)  The  recommendatlMis  asked 
FHWA  to  develop  a  formula  for  use  in 
determining  when  to  close  a  hazardous 
grade  crossing  (H-76-31)  and  to  publish 
models,  formulae,  and  criteria,  make 
them  available  to  each  State  and  to  op¬ 
erating  railroads,  and  urge  their  use  in 
assessing  grade  crossings  (H-76-32). 


FHWA’s  letter  notes  the  similarity  of 
these  recommendations  and  reccxnmen- 
daticms  H-76-21  and  22  which  arose 
from  Board  investigati(»  of  a  coOisloQ 
between  a  passenger  train  and  a  truck  at 
Elwood,  Illinois,  November  19.  1975.  (See 
41  FR  26078,  June  24.  1976.)  FHWA 
reports  that  the  general  subject  of  rall- 
road/highway  crossings  have  been  dis¬ 
cussed  in  interagency  meetings  and 
communication  exchanges  over  the  past 
several  months. 

FHWA  asks  that  recommendation 
H-76-31  be  considered  in  light  of  its  for¬ 
mal  responses  last  October  (41  FR  47291, 
October  28,  1976)  to  recommendations 
H-76-21  and  H-76-22,  as  well  as  the  re¬ 
sponse  last  Decraiber  (42  Pit  1323,  Jan¬ 
uary  6,  1977)  by  the  Federal  Railiwwi 
Administration  to  Safety  Board  recom- 
mendaticm  R-76-14  which  cross-refer¬ 
enced  the  FHWA  response  to  H-76-22. 
Those  responses  described  work  initiated 
about  18  months  ago  to  develop  a  Rail¬ 
road-Highway  Grade  Crossing  Hand¬ 
book,  which  will  include  grade  crossing 
upgrading  and  closure  criteria,  according 
to  FHWA.  In  addition,  FHWA  has 
worked  with  a  task  force  of  the  National 
Advisory  Committee  on  Uniform  Traffic 
Ccmtrol  Devices  to  develop  a  new  section 
of  the  Manual  on  UnifMin  Traffic  Con¬ 
trol  Devices.  This  new  section  will  in¬ 
clude  a  supplement  (Part  VIH,  Railroad - 
Highway  Grade  Crossings)  which  will 
contain  criteria  for  analsrzlng  need  for 
upgrading,  eliminating,  or  closing  rail¬ 
road-highway  crossings. 

It  is  not  ccmsldered  possible,  according 
to  FHWA,  to  devel(H>  models  or  formulae 
in  view  of  the  varying  character  of  and 
circumstances  surrounding  grade  cross- 
ing.s.  FHWA  has  adopted  the  approach, 
therefore,  of  establishing  criteria  for 
crossing  closure.  FHWA  states: 

Although  e«u:b  grade  crossing  requires  in¬ 
dividual  analysis,  a  systems  approach  can 
be  advantageous  in  determining  recom¬ 
mendations  regarding  a  series  of  crossings 
on  a  f-lngle  line  of  railroad  or  In  a  conununlty 
or  a  defined  pcM'tlon  of  an  urban  ares.  The 
systems  approach  should  be  related  to  the 
affected  street  system  of  the  area  and  should 
have  as  an  objective  the  elimination  of  non- 
sasentlal  grade  crossings  not  ixovlded  wltb 
adequate  active  traffic  control  systems.  Such 
eliminations  may  be  accomplished  by  con¬ 
structing  grade  separations  where  they  are 
Justified,  closing  noneasentlal  crossings,  and 
Installing  active  traffic  control  sjrstems  at 
crossings  not  so  equipped.  In  some  situa¬ 
tions,  It  may  be  practical  to  eliminate  or 
relocate  the  line  of  railroad. 

FHWA  states  that  these  subjects 
should  be  given  attention  in  evaluating 
the  necessity  for  a  crossing:  (1)  The  na¬ 
ture  of  the  area  served  by  the  street  or 
highway  in  the  vicinity  of  the  grade 
croesing,  including  school,  hospital,  fire 
station,  police  station,  business  estab¬ 
lishment,  and  other  public  building;  (2) 
growth  trends  and  prospective  develop¬ 
ment  along  the  street,  based  on  short- 
range  planning;  (3)  dally  volume  and 
type  of  vdilcular  traffic  using  crossing; 
(4)  availability  of  alternate  crossings, 
route  circuity,  and  added  traffic  dis¬ 
tance;  and  (5)  accident  experience  or 
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potential  hazards  at  the  crossing,  Includ¬ 
ing  number  and  severity  of  accidents, 
type  and  number  of  trains,  train  speeds, 
time  crossing  is  blocked,  restricted  view, 
adverse  physical  conditions,  and  time 
and  volume  of  vehicle  and  pedestrian 
traffic. 

FHWA  further  notes  that  closing  of  a 
grade  crossing  should  result  in  one  or 
more  of  the  following  benefits: 

1.  One  point  of  potential  collision  between 
train  and  vehicular  traffic  will  be  eliminated. 

2.  There  wlU  be  resulting  economy  for  both 
the  public  authcM’ity  and  the  railroctd  In 
eliminating  the  cost  of  maintenance  of  the 
crossing  s\irface,  roadway  approaches,  and 
traffic  control  devices. 

3.  In  most  Instances,  an  alternate  vehicu¬ 
lar  route  wUl  be  available  over  a  crossing 
equipped  with  superior  traffic  control  devices 
or  a  grade  separation  because  that  route 
is  a  more  important  road  with  a  greater 
traffic  volume. 

4.  Regardless  of  the  relative  Importance 
of  the  closed  route  and  its  alternate,  the 
potential  for  grade  crossing  accidents  will 
be  reduced  for  the  combined  traffic  because 
it  has  been  demonstrated  that  the  rate  of 
occurrence  of  accidents  increases  at  a  slow¬ 
er  rate  than  Increase  in  traffic  volume,  other 
influencing  factors  being  equal. 

Concerning  recommendation  H-76-32, 
FHWA  reports  that  the  Railroad-High¬ 
way  Grade  Crossing  Handbook,  planned 
for  this  June  but  now  stdieduled  for 
completion  in  October  1977,  will  con¬ 
tain  criteria  for  determining  railroad - 
highway  grade  crossing  improvements, 
elimination,  or  closure.  This  handbo(^ 
is  intended  as  a  digest  of  technical  and 
procedural  information,  in  easy-to-un- 
derstand  language,  cm  railwray -highway 
crossings  for  use  by  practicing  design, 
traffic,  railroad,  and  utility  engineers. 
The  handbook  will  also  serve  as  a  source 
document  for  consulting  engineers,  edu- 
.catco^,  students,  and  others  involved  in 
grade  crossing  safety.  Additional  in¬ 
formation  regarding  railway-highway 
crossings  may  be  found  In  the  October 
1976  response  by  FHWA  to  recommenda¬ 
tions  H-76-21  and  22. 

According  to  FHWA,  a  further  publica¬ 
tion  of  crossing  closure  criteria  will  be 
contained  in  the  Part  vm  Supplement 
(RaUroad-Highway  Grade  Crossings)  to 
the  Manual  on  Uniform  Traffic  Control 
Devices.  FHWA  plans  to  issue  within  its 
directives  commimication  system,  a  No¬ 
tice  which  will  be  distributed  to  appropri¬ 
ate  State  agencies  and  to  operating  rail¬ 
roads  through  the  Association  of  Ameri¬ 
can  Railroads. 

Pipeline:  P-76-1.  Southern  Union  Gas 
Company  of  IDallas,  Texas,  imder  date  of 
April  28  updates  information  on  a  proj¬ 
ect  underway  since  last  summer  to  eval¬ 
uate  equipment  which  would  make  feasi¬ 
ble  the  identification  locations  where 
crevice  corrosion  had  .taken  place.  The 
reccunmendatkm.  which  asked  Southern 
Union  to  work  with  developmental  man¬ 
ufacturing  firms  to  determine  if  an  inter¬ 
nal  inspection  tool  could  be  utilized  to  de¬ 
tect  defective  flash  wdds  in  its  Farming- 
ton-Albuquerque  pipeline  system,  was  is¬ 
sued  following  Board  investigation  of  the 
Idarch  15, 1974,  natural  gas  pipeline  rup¬ 
ture  near  Farmington,  New  Mexico.  (1^ 
41  FR  4366,  January  29,  1976.) 


Southern  Union  reports  that  it  has  run 
tests  utilizing  acoustic  emission  equip¬ 
ment  supplied  by  Trodyne,  Inc.,  of  New 
Jersey.  The  final  tests  were  completed  in 
late  Novmeber,  but  because  of  the  winter 
heating  season,  the  company  was  unable 
to  inspect  the  pipeline  on  which  the  tests 
had  been  run.  Such  inspection  was  pro¬ 
posed  for  the  early  spring,  but  now 
Southern  Union  has  contracted  with  an¬ 
other  firm  to  inspect  this  same  line,  using 
a  device  utilizing  a  field  of  magnetic  flux. 
When  the  survey  has  been  made.  South¬ 
ern  Union  will  compare  the  results  to 
those  achieved  with  the  acoustic  emis¬ 
sion  system.  Each  “suspect"  area  will  be 
visually  examined  to  determine  whether 
at  present  there  is  any  system  by  which 
crevice  corrosion  may  be  determined. 
Completion  is  expected  by  mid-year. 

Railroad:  R-75-24.  Federal  Railroad 
Administration  letter  of  April  26  updates 
initial  response  of  September  8,  1975  <40 
FR  43097,  September  18,  1975).  The  re¬ 
commendation  resulted  from  the  Safety 
Board’s  investigation  of  the  December  1, 
1974,  commuter  train  accideht  at  Himt- 
ington  Station,  New  York.  FRA  was 
asked  to  promulgate  regulations  for  rail 
transit  operators  which  wUl  (1)  prevent 
or  reduce  the  incidence  of  serious  injury 
to  persons  entering  or  leaving  rtqjld 
transit  cars,  (2)  specify  the  information 
passengers  should  be  furnished  to  assure 
their  safety  when  entering  or  leaving 
transit  cars,  and  (3)  require  a  standard 
door  incident  reporting  system  to  evalu¬ 
ate  the  effectiveness  of  various  door  sys¬ 
tems  and  operating  practices. 

Results  of  FRA’s  investigation  of  vari¬ 
ous  aspects  of  car  door  safety  and  FRA’s 
conclusions  regarding  promulgation  of 
Federal  car  door  ssifety  standards  are 
synopsized  in  a  letter  dated  March  30, 
1977,  addressed  by  FRA  to  the  Honorable 
John  Carey,  Mayor  of  Rye,  New  York; 
FRA  has  provided  a  copy  of  that  letter. 

As  indicated  in  FRA’s  letter  to  the 
Mayor  of  Rye,  on  March  8. 1975,  FRA  was 
petitioned  to  initiate  rulemaking  that 
would  prescribe  safety  standards  for 
power  operated  side  doors  on  passenger 
cars  such  as  those  used  by  raU  commuters 
in  the  Rye  area.  FRA's  subsequent  in¬ 
vestigation  included  meetings  with  car¬ 
riers  operating  raU  commuter  equipment 
in  the  Rye  area  and  other  metropolitan 
regions  and  with  representatives  of  the 
car  manufacturers,  sliding  door  equip¬ 
ment  manufacturers  and  several  rapid 
transit  operators.  Also  FRA  safety  per¬ 
sonnel  conducted  individual  Insiiections 
of  this  type  of  equipment  and  the  operat¬ 
ing  practices  of  carriers  using  the  equip¬ 
ment. 

FRA  has  recently  completed  a  full- 
scale  review  of  the  data  obtained  from 
these  efforts,  and  states.  “That  review 
disclosed  that  the  operation  of  sliding 
doors  on  rail  commuter  cars  presents  a 
small  safety  hazard  In  terms  of  overall 
rail  safety."  FRA  also  told  the  Mayor. 
“Furthermore,  the  particular  danger  that 
you  addressed  in  your  letter  has  produced 
an  accident  record  that  Is  geograirfiically 
limited  to  your  general  area  of  the 
country.” 


In  view  of  the  limited  magnitude  of  thq 
problem  and  its  regional  nature,  FRA 
said  that  it  “.  .  .  decided  to  work  initially 
with  the  carriers  in  your  region  to  try 
to  obtain  volimtary  efforts  to  resolve  this 
problem.  These  carriers  have  responded 
to  FRA’s  efforts  and  have  taken  actions 
to  correct  the  deficiencies  that  appear 
to  present  the  dangers  you  associated 
with  these  doors.”  FRA’s  March  30  letter 
to  the  Mayor  further  states: 

These  voluntary  efforts,  in  FRA’s  Judg¬ 
ment,  will  resolve  the  problem  for  the  exist¬ 
ing  passenger  car  fleet  operating  in  your 
region.  FRA  is  also  initiating  efforts,  together 
with  the  Urban  Mass  Transit  Administra¬ 
tion,  so  that  new  rail  commuter  and  nq>id 
transit  equipment  will  incorporate  safer  per¬ 
formance  criteria  for  power  operating  slid¬ 
ing  doors. 

FRA  also  considered  the  issue  of  whether 
a  regulation  on  this  subject  would  be 
beneficial  regardless  of  carrier  efforts  to  cor¬ 
rect  the  deficiencies.  Consequently,  FRA 
conducted  an  economic  analysis  to  study  the 
relative  costs  and  benefits  that  a  regulation 
would  produce.  That  analysis  Indicated  that 
the  prospective  costs  of  a  regulation  would 
be  high  since  large  scale  modification  work 
would  be  required  on  a  nationwide  basis. 
The  benefits  of  such  a  .regulation  would  not 
be  sufficient,  in  FRA’s  Judgment,  to  warrant 
this  increased  cost. 

Consequently,  FRA  has  concluded  that  a 
regtilation,  such  as  that  proposed  In  your 
March  6,  1975,  letter,  is  not  the  appropriate 
course  of  action  and  FRA  hereby  denies  your 
petition  for  rulemaking. 

Railroad:  R-76-15.  Federal  Railroad 
Administration  letter  of  April  21  re¬ 
sponds  to  the  Safety  Board’s  request  of 
last  November  18  for  reexsunlnation  of 
and  the  provision  (ff  additional  clarify¬ 
ing  information  regarding  this  recom¬ 
mendation.  FRA  was  asked  to  insure 
that  switches  in  signal  territory  are  so 
protected  that  related  signals  governing 
train  movements  will  display  their  most 
restrictive  aspects  if  the  switch  points 
do  not  close  properly. 

The  Board’s  November  18  letter  was 
in  reply  to  FRA’s  Initial  response  of 
October  26  (41  FR  48617,  November  4, 
1976),  wherein  the  Board  stated  that 
its  recmnmendation  refers  to  signal  pro- 
tectkm  ixDVlded  when  the  switch  points 
do  not  properly  fit  the  rail  (rather  than 
to  a  device  to  detect  a  broken  or  dam¬ 
aged  switch  point),  and  was  made  to 
correct  an  unsafe  condition  which  arose 
and  can  arise  again  when  switch  points 
are  not  aligned  and  the  misalignment  is 
undetected  by  the  signal  system.  The 
reconunendati(m  resulted  from  investi¬ 
gation  of  the  collision  ot  two  Penn  Cen¬ 
tral  freight  trains  near  Pettisville,  Ohio, 
February  4, 1975. 

FRA’s  letter  of  April  21  provides  an 
account  of  the  operation  of  the  east 
switch  (lA)  of  the  crossover  at  Pettis¬ 
ville  at  ttfe  time  of  the  accident.  FRA 
(xmcludes  that  the  signal  system  was 
“imable  to  detect  the  broken  and  run 
through  switch." 

FRA  notes  that  the  carrier  must 
maintain  the  point  detector  adjustment 
within  Va”  of  both  full  normal  and  full 
reverse  positions  as  required  by  “Rules, 
Standards  and  Instructions  for  Railroad 
Signal  Systems,"  section  236.334.  ("Ap¬ 
plicable  Rules  and  Regulations”  for  r^- 


FEOEftAL  kEOlSTEl,  VOL  42,  NO.  97— THOkSOAY,  MAY  14,  1477 


NOTICES 


25791 


erence  are  attached  to  the  FRA  letter.) 
Hie  carrier  coknpUed  with  requlremoits 
of  section  236.334  and  with  the  m<xithly 
switch  obstrucUcm  test  requirements  oi 
sectlrais  236.382  and  236.109  of  these 
Rules. ' 

FRA  further  states  that  In  the  Pettls- 
vUle  accident,  one  train  passed  a  signal 
which  displayed  a  “Stop”  aspect  and  ran 
through  switch  lA,  which  was  not  lined 
fOT  the  move.  FRA  said,  “The  crew 
failed  to  comply  with  the  signal  Indica¬ 
tion,  proceeded  through  the  control 
limits  (tf  CP327.  breaking  and  bending 
the  switch,  and  failed  to  notify  anyone 
that  switch  lA  was  damaged.  The  crew 
also  failed  to  protect  the  switch  against 
all  trains.  This  Is  a  vlolatkm  of  the  car¬ 
rier’s  Operating  Rule  ‘F’." 

General  Railway  Signal  Company 
manufactures  independent  normal  and 
reverse  point  detector  rods  fCH*  ORS 
switch  machines,  according  to  FRA,  and 
the  Unicm  Switch  and  Signal  Company 
manufactures  switch  machines  equipped 
with  latchout  devices  to  detect  improper 
operation  over  the  switch.  “Had  switch 
lA  been  equli^xd  with  Independent 
point  detector  rods,”  FRA  stated,  “the 
signal  system  may  have  detected  the  run 
throiish  switch.  If  switch  lA  had  been 
operated  by  a  Union  Switch  and  Signal 
Company  switch  machine,  equipped 
with  a  latchout  device,  the  point  deb¬ 
tor  rod  would  have  moved  whoi  the 
switch  was  run  through.  Therefore,  the 
signal  syst^  would  not  have  detected 
the  Improper  movement.” 

FRA  finds,  however,  that  the  existing 
signal  rules  “adequately  and  effectively 
provide  protection  In  the  normal  opera- 
tl(xi  of  the  railroad.”  FRA  does  not  con¬ 
sider  It  feasible  to  provide  signal  protec¬ 
tion  for  any  Instance  In  which  switch 
fittings  or  rods  are  bent  or  brt^en 
through  vandalism  ,or  employee 
negligence. 

Railroad:  R-76-52  through  55.  Fed¬ 
eral  Railroad  Administration’s  letter  of 
April  22  is  an  Initial  response  to  the 
recommendations  resulting  from  Board 
Investigation  of  the  auto-traln  derail¬ 
ment  which  occurred  May  5,  1976,  near 
Jarratt,  Virginia.  (See  41  FR  52116,  No¬ 
vember  26,  1976. 

In  answer  to  R-76-52,  which  asked 
FRA  to  establish  national  standards  for 
Inspecting  railroad  wheels  to  insure  de¬ 
tection  of  critical  conditions  in  wheels 
before  In-service  failures  occur,  FRA  re- 
coimts  its  research  efforts.  In  a  study  of 
the  fracture  resistance  of  railroad 
wheels,  estimates  have  been  obtained  on 
the  minimum  crack  size  that  could  result 
In  a  wheel  failure  imder  various  adverse 
service  conditiMis,  such  as  drag  brak¬ 
ing,  Also,  In  an  Investigation  of  Metro- 
liner  wheels,  mechanical  and  thermal 
conditions  that  produce  thermal  fatigue 
cracking  were  d^ned,  and  In  another 
study,  a  wheel  fatigue  analysis  was 
conducted  to  determine  the  mechanical 
and  thermal  service  envlronmrats  of 
wheels.  FRA  notes  that  as  part  of  the 
lndustry-gova*nmait  track -train  dy¬ 
namics  effort,  additional  data  on  wheel/ 
rail  loads  and  temperatures  occurring 


tjqrically  during  revenue  service  will  be 
oMalned. 

FRA  states  that  several  wayside  wheel 
inspection  techniques.  Including  ultra- 
scmlcs,  acoustics  and  magnetics,  have 
been  Investigated  also.  A  detailed  evalu- 
atlcm  ot  a  conunerclally  available  ultra¬ 
sonic  device  showed  that  It  was  capable 
of  detecting  cracks  In  wheel  rims.  A  re¬ 
search  device  which  tests  wheels  acousti¬ 
cally  has  been  fabricated,  and  although 
It  has  been  demonstrated  only  for  de¬ 
tecting  plate  cracks,  FRA  finds  that  It 
appears  potentially  useful  fm:  detecting 
rim  cracks  and  substantial  changes  in 
residual  stresses.  Another  study  to  de¬ 
termine  the  feasibility  of  u^g  the 
Baikhausen  Effect,  a  magnetic  tech¬ 
nique,  to  determine  residual  stresses  In 
wheels  Indicates  that  this  technique  can 
measure  large  changes  in  residual 
stresses.  FRA  said  that  this  technique 
appears  less  prmnising  than  the  already 
Investigated  acoustic  and  ultrasonic 
techniques. 

For  Informatlcmal  purposes,  FRA  pro¬ 
vided  the  following  applicable  reports 
of  research  activities: 

Xntraaonlc  Detection  of  Plate  Cracks  In  Rail¬ 
way  Wheels. 

Analysis  of  Railroad  Car  Truck  and  Wheel 

Patlgtie. 

The  Cause  of  Thermal  Fatigue  Cracking  In 

MetroUner  Wheels. 

Fracture  Resistance  of  Railroad  Wheels. 
FeaslblUty  of  Flaw  Detection  in  Railroad 

Wheels  Using  Acoustic  Signatures. 

Stress  Measurements  In  Railroad  Wheels  Via 

the  Barkhausen  Effect. 

When  all  research  has.  been  completed 
and  results  analyzed,  FRA  will  deter¬ 
mine  the  feasibility  of  detecting  critical 
conditions  before  in-service  failure  oc¬ 
curs  and  the  necessity  for  national  rail¬ 
road  wheel  inspection  standards. 

Re  R-76-63,  which  asked  FRA  to  re¬ 
view  the  methods  for  maiiclng  wheels 
and  to  determine  whether  the  present 
method  of  maiUng  wheel  rims  Is  detri¬ 
mental  to  the  service  life  of  railroad 
wheels,  FRA  responds,  “Actual  wheel 
failure  is  caused  by  lost  compression  in 
the  rim,  not  by  maikings  (m  the  rim. 
Once  compression  is  lost,  the  failure 
then  will  follow  the  weakest  path 
through  the  wheel,  generally  through  a 
stress  riser  or  marking.  Although  some 
wheel  manufacturers  do  maik  wheels  on 
the  rim,  others  mark  the  plate  or  hub.” 
FRA  said  It  will  review  the  performance 
of  wheels  with  markings  In  various  lo¬ 
cations  to  identify  any  relationship  be¬ 
tween  wheel  markings  and  wheel  failure. 
If  any  particular  method  of  marking 
wheels  is  foiind  to  be  detrimental  to  the 
service  life  of  railroad  wheels,  FRA  will 
take  appropriate  corrective  Mtion. 

Recommendation  R-76-54  asked  FRA 
to  develop  a  method  that  does  not  de¬ 
pend  on  crew  observaticm  to  detect  auto¬ 
matically  when  a  wheel(s)  has  failed 
or  derailed.  FRA  states,  “Although  non¬ 
destructive  testing  techniques  are  ex¬ 
pected  to  reduce  the  number  of  in-serv¬ 
ice  failures  by  locating  incipient  defects 
prior  to  breakdown,  some  failures  al¬ 
ways  will  occur.”  Accordingly.  FRA  Is 


spcHisoring  sever^  projects  to  develop 
concepts  capable*  of  automatically  de¬ 
tecting  when  a  wheel  has  failed  or  de¬ 
railed.  Some  project  findings  are  de¬ 
tailed  in  a  report  provided  by  FRA 
entitled  “Anti-Derailment  Sensor  Sys¬ 
tem.”  FRA  is  continuing  research  into 
this  area  to  find  the  best  method  of  de¬ 
tecting  wheel  failure  and/or  derailment. 

R-76-55  recommended  that  FRA  re¬ 
vise  the  Code  of  Federal  Regulations  to 
Insure  that  wheels  exposed  or  suspected 
of  being  exposed  to  critical  temperatures 
are  removed  from  service.  In  answer  to 
that  Class  I  (Urgent  Followup)  recom¬ 
mendation,  FRA  says  it  is  currently  in¬ 
vestigating  the  merits  of  several  con¬ 
cepts  to  determine  their  reliability  in 
detecting  whether  a  wheel  has  been  sub¬ 
jected  to  critical  wheel  temperatures. 
One  such  concept  involves  the  use  of 
metal  clips  with  known  melting  points 
or  ranges.  If  successful,  FRA  said,  this 
c(mcept  would  provide  a  visual  indica¬ 
tion  of  excessive  wheel  temperatures. 
When  research  has  been  completed  and 
results  verified,  FRA  will  consider  revis¬ 
ing  the  regulations  to  require  use  of 
temperature  detectors. 

Non;  The  above  summarizes  Safety  Board 
documents  made  avaUable  and  safety  rec¬ 
ommendation  responses  received  during  the 
week  preceding  publication  of  this  notice  in 
the  Fedceai.  Raoisna.  The  statistical  chart 
and  the  complete  safety  recommendation 
letters  as  Issued  are  available  to  the  general 
public;  single  copies  are  obtalnaole  without 
charge.  Ck>ples  of  the  full  text  of  responses 
to  recommendations  may  be  obtained  at  a 
cost  of  $4.00  for  service  and  lOv  per  page  for 
reproduction.  All  requests  must  be  in  writ¬ 
ing,  Identified  by  the  recommendation  num¬ 
ber  and  date  of  publication  of  this  notice  in 
the  Fkoekal  Registeb.  Address  inquiries  to; 
Public  Inquiries  Section,  National  Trans¬ 
portation  Safety  Board,  Washington,  D.C. 
20694. 

(Secs.  3(M(a)  (2)  and  307  of  the  Independent 
Safety  Board  Act  of  1074  (Pub.  L.  03-633,  88 
SUt.  2169,  2172  (40  UB.C.  1003,  1006)).) 

Makgarkt  L.  Fisher, 
Federal  Register  Liaison  Officer. 

May  16. 1977. 

(FR  Doc.77-14342  Filed  6-18-77:8:45  am| 

OFFICE  OF  THE  SPECIAL  REPRE- 
SENTATIVE  FOR  TRADE  NEGOTIA¬ 
TIONS 

SPECIALTY  STEEL  QUOTAS 
Possible  deallocation 

May  16.  1977. 

AGENCY:  Office  of  the  Special  Repre¬ 
sentative  for  Trade  Negotiations. 

ACmON:  Notice  of  Possible  Realloca¬ 
tion  of  Specialty  Steel  Quota  Shortfalls. 

SUMMARY:  Written  comments  are  so¬ 
licited  from  Interested  parties  on  the 
possible  reallocation,  within  certain  quo¬ 
ta  categories,  from  suppliers  who  are 
not  likely  to  export  the  quantity  of  steel 
that  would  fill  the  current  quotas  as¬ 
signed  to  them,  to  other  suppliers  who 
are  able  to  supidy  additional  steel. 
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DATES:  Comments  should  be  received 
on  or  before  May  23,  1977.  It  is  antici¬ 
pated  that  any  reallocations  would  be 
published  In  the  Federal  Register  by 
May  31. 1977. 

ADDRESS:  Comments  should  be  sent  to 
the  Secretary,  Trade  Policy  Staff  Com¬ 
mittee,  Room  728,  1800  G  Street,  NW., 
Washington,  D.C.  20506. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CON¬ 
TACT: 

Karen  Alleman,  OflSce  of  the  Special 
Representative  for  Trade  Negotia¬ 
tions,  Washington,  D.C.  20506  (202- 
395-3395) . 


Estimated  charges  by  Jime  13,  1977 
are  extraix>lated  from  actual  charges 
against  each  quota  quantity  through 
April  29,  1977.  No  shortfalls  are  pro¬ 
jected  for  th  estainless  steel  rod  or  alloy 
tool  steel  categories.  While  shortfalls 
are  possible  in  the  plate  category,  no 
suppliers  have  filled  their  revised  quotas 
at  expected  rates. 

For  the  stainless  steel  sheet  and  strip 
and  bar  categories,  in  which  likely  short¬ 
falls  by  some  suppliers  are  projected, 
there  are  other  suppliers  who  may  be 
able  to  ship  amoimts  in  excess  of  the 
quotas  now  allocated  to  them  and  thus 
would  benefit  from  any  reallocations 
made.  These  suppliers  are: 

TSVSitem  Supplier 

923^20  (sheet  and  European  E  c  o  n'o  m  1  c 

strip) .  Community. 

923.22  (bar) _  Other  ool.  1  countries, 

Sweden. 

Robert  S.  Strauss, 
Special  Representaive 
for  Trade  Negotiations. 

(FR  Doc.77-14381  Piled  5-18-77:8:45  ami 

DEPARTMENT  OF 
TRANSPORTATION 
Coast  Guard 
(COD  77-009] 

EQUIPMENT,  CONSTRUCTION,  AND 
MATERIALS 

Approval  Notice 

1.  Certain  laws  and  regulations  (46 
CFB,  Ch.  I)  require  that  various  items  of 
lifesaving,  firefighting  and  miscellaneous 
equipment,  construction,  and  materials 
used  on  board  vessels  subject  to  Coast 
Guard  Inspection,  on  certain  motorboats 
and  other  recreatlCHiBl  vess^,  and  on 
the  artificial  islaz^  and  fixed  structures 
(HI  the  outer  Continental  Shelf  be  of 


SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 
On  June  11,  1976,  the  President  pro¬ 
claimed  import  relief  for  the  domestic 
specialty  steel  industry  for  a  period  of 
three  years  in  the  form  of  an  orderly 
marketing  agreement  with  Japan  and 
quotas  on  imports  from  other  foreign 
suppliers.  Headnote  2  of  Subpart  A.  part 
2  of  the  Appendix  to  the  Tariff  Sched¬ 
ules  of  the  United  States  (TSUS)  gives 
the  Special  Representative  for  Trade 
Negotiations  authority  to  reallocate 
shortfalls  during  the  last  three  months 
of  each  quota  year. 

This  notice  identifies  likely  shortfalls 
in  quota  quantities  for  the  current  re¬ 
straint  period  (June  14,  1976-June  13, 
1977)  as  listed  below: 


types  approved  by  the  Commandant. 
U.S.  Coast  Guard.  The  purpose  of  this 
document  is  to  notify  all  Interested  per¬ 
sons  that  certain  approvals  have  been 
granted  as  herein  described  during  the 
periixl  from  February  11,  1977  to  March 
22,  1977  (List  No.  4-77).  Hiese  actions 
were  taken  in  accordance  with  the  pro¬ 
cedures  set  forth  in  46  CFR  2.75-1  to 
2.75-50. 

2.  The  statutory  authority  for  equip¬ 
ment,  construction,  and  material  ap¬ 
provals  is  generally  set  forth  in  sections 
367,  375,  390b.  416,  481,  489,  526p.  and 
1333  of  Title  46,  United  States  Code,  sec¬ 
tion  1333  of  Title  43,  United  States  Code, 
and  section  198  of  Title  SO,  United  States 
Code.  The  Secretary  of  Transportation 
has  delegated  authority  to  the  Ccmiman- 
dant,  U.S.  Coast  Guard-  with  respect  to 
these  approvals  (49  CFR  1.46(b)).  The 
specifications  prescribed  by  the  Com¬ 
mandant,  U.S.  Coast  Guard  for  certain 
t3T)es  of  equipment,  construction,  and 
materials  are  set  forth  in  46  C?PR  Parts 
160  to  164. 

3.  The  approvals  listed  in  this  docu¬ 
ment  shall  be  in  effect  for  a  period  of  5 
years  from  the  date  of  issuance,  unless 
sooner  cancelled  or  suspended  by  proper 
authority. 

Lifeboat  Winches  for  Merchant 
Vessels 

Approval  No.  160.015/111/1,  Model  LS- 
1711  E survival  capsule  laimching  winch; 
approval  listed  for  mechanical  compo¬ 
nents  only,  and  for  a  maximum  woiiUng 
load  of  18,000  lbs.  on  a  single-part  fall; 
identified  by  assembly  drawi^  57414, 
revision  R  dated  April  15,  1976,  and 
drawing  list  41349-03-200  dated  Novem¬ 
ber  5,  1974,  approved  for  use  (m  artificial 
Islands,  fixed  structures,  and  drilling  rigs, 
both  self-propelled  and  nons<df-pr(H>eUed 
with  the  Whittaker  Surrival  Capsule, 
manufactured  by  Lake  Shore,  Inc.,  Iron 


Mountain,  Michigan  49801,  effective 
March  15.  1977.  (It  supersedes  Approval 
No.  160.015/111/0  dated  November  12. 
1976  to  show  change  of  working  load.) 

Signals,  Distress,  Hand  Red  Flare,  for 
Merchant  Vessels 

Approval  No.  160.021/6/3,  Interna¬ 
tional  hand  red  flare  distress  signal,  500 
candlepower,  2-minute  burning  time,  as¬ 
sembly  dwg.  No.  CP-4326-1-1  dated  Feb¬ 
ruary  24,  1977,  manufactured  by  Kilgore 
Corporation,  Toone,  Tennessee  38381,  ef¬ 
fective  March  22, 1977.  (It  supersedes  Ap¬ 
proval  No.  160.021/6/2  dated  November 
8,  1973  to  show  change  in  construction.) 

Mechanical  Disengaging  Apparatus, 
Lifeboat  for  Merchant  Vessels 

Approval  No.  160.033/28/7,  Rottmer 
type,  size  299  releasing  gear,  approved 
for  maximum  working  load  of  15,720 
pounds  per  set  (7860  pounds  per  hook), 
identified  by  arrangement  dwg.  320074. 
Rev.  B  dated  September  17,  1975,  manu¬ 
factured  by  Lake  Shore,  Inc.,  Welin 
Davit  Si  Boat  Division,  P.O.  Box  809,  Iron 
Moimtain,  Michigan  49801,  effective  Feb¬ 
ruary  22.  1977.  (It  supersedes  Approval 
No.  160.033/28/7  dated  February  14, 1973 
to  show  change  in  dwg.  Nos.) 

Lifeboats 

Approval  No.  160.035/85/2,  12.0'  x  4.4' 
X  1.9'  steel,  oar-propelled  lifeboat,  4-per- 
scm  capacity,  identified  by  general  ar¬ 
rangement  dwg.  No.  49R  1213  dated  Au¬ 
gust  16,  1951  and  revised  March  1,  1967, 
46  CFR  160.035-13 (c)  Marking,  Weights: 
Conditicm  “A”=640  pounds;  Condition 
“B”=  1,396  pounds,  approved  for  use  on 
vessels  in  Bays,  S(Hmds,  and  Lakes;  and 
Rivers,  approved  for  6-person  capacity 
as  replacement  lifeboat,  if  mechanical 
disengaging  apparatus  is  installed,  it 
shall  be  of  an  approved  type  and  in¬ 
stalled  in  accordance  with  drawings  ap¬ 
proved  by  the  Commandant,  manufac¬ 
tured  by  Lane  Lifeboat  Division  of  Lane 
Marine  Technology,  Inc.,  150  Sullivan 
Street,  Br<x)klyn.  New  York  11231,  effec¬ 
tive  March  17. 1977.  (It  is  an  extension  of 
Approval  No.  160.035/85/2  dated  May  3, 
1972.) 

Approval  No.  160.035/87/3,  14.0'  x  5.0' 
X  2.17'  steel,  oar-propelled  lifeboat, 
6-person  ^  capacity,  icientified  by  general 
arrangement  and  construction  dwg.  No. 
49R-1412,  dated  August  20.  1950,  revised 
December  3.  1966,  46  CFR  160.035-13  (c) 
Marking,  Weights;  Condition  “A”=805 
pounds;  C(Hidition  “B”=2.498  pounds, 
approv^  for  use  on  vess^  in  Great 
Lakes.  Bays,  Sounds  and  Lakes,  and 
River  Service,  as  well  as  for  use  cm  cer¬ 
tain  coastwise  tank  barges,  if  mechan¬ 
ical  disengaging  apparatus  is  fitted,  it 
shall  be  of  an  approved  type  and  the  in¬ 
stallation  in  this  piarticular  lifeboat  shall 
be  approved  by  the  Commandant,  manu¬ 
factured  by  Lane  Lifeboat  Division  (tf 
Lane  Marine  Technology,  Inc.,  150  Sulli¬ 
van  Street.  Brooklyn,  New  Ycnk  11231, 
effective  March  17,  1977.  (It  is  an  exten- 


*  Approved  fdr  S-pereon  eapecity  for  re¬ 
placement  Ufeboats. 


Estimated 

TSUS  item 

Supplier 

Revised  >  quota 

ehaiRee  by 

Potential 

quantity 

June  13, 1977 
in  short  tons 

shortfalls 

923.30  (sheet  and  strip). . 

Col.  1,*  Sweden . . 

3,102 

2,0!»3 

1,069 

6,700 

5,827 

87t 

923.22  (bar) . . . 

Eiiropeau  Economic  CommoBlty, 

2,100 

1.200 

900 

Canada. 

1,100 

963 

147 

>  Revised  quota  quantities  incorporate  shortfall  reallocations  published  in  the  Fcdkral  Rboistek  on  March  18, 
1977  (42  FR  15157). 

>  Countries  entitled  to  the  rate  of  duty  in  rates  of  duty  columns  numbered  1  in  the  Tariff  Schedules  of  the  United 
States  but  which  have  not  been  provkM  separate  quota  quantities. 
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tlon  of  Approval  No.  160.035/87/3  dated 
Aprtl  17. 1972.) 

Approval  No.  160.035/280/4.  26.0'  X  9.0' 
X  3.83'  aluminum,  oar-propeUed  lifeboat, 
53 -person  capacity,  identified  by  con- 
■tructioa  and  arrangement  dwg.  No. 
26-8,  Rev.  E  dated  February  23,  1972,  46 
CFR  160.035-13(0  Marking,  Weights: 
Condition  *‘A”=2,740  pounds;  Condition 
*3”=12,522  poimds,  manufactured  by 
Marine  Safety  Equipment  Corporatkm, 
Foot  of  Wyckoff  Road,  Parmlngdale, 
New  Jersey  07727,  effective  February  22, 
1977.  (It  is  an  extension  of  Approval  No. 
160.035/280/4  dated  May  3, 1972.) 

Approval  No.  160.035/348/1, 12.0'  x  4.4' 
X  1.9'  aluminum,  oar-propelled  lifeboat, 
4-pn*8on  capacity,  Identlfled  by  general 
arrangement  dwg.  No.  52-1217  dated  De- 
cmnber  17,  1952  and  revised  April  10, 
1967,  46  CFR  160.035-13 (c)  Marking, 
Weights:  Condition  “A”=376  pounds; 
Condition  “B”=l,112  pounds,  approved 
fm*  use  on  vess^  in  Bays,  Sounds,  and 
Lakes;  and  Rivers,  approved  for  6-per- 
son  capacity  as  replacement  lifeboat,  if 
mechanical  disengaging  apparatus  is  in¬ 
stalled,  it  shall  be  (tf  an  approved  type 
and  Installed  in  acc<»^ance  with  draw¬ 
ings  approved  by  the  Ccxnmandant, 
manufactured  by  Lane  Lifeboat  Division 
of  Lane  Marine  Technology,  Inc.,  150 
Sullivan  Street,  Brooklsm,  New  Y<wk 
11231,  effective  March  17,  1977.  (It  is  an 
extension  of  Approval  No.  160.035/348/1 
dated  May  3, 1972.) 

Approval  No.  160.035/413/1, 24.0'  x  8.0' 
X  3.5'  steel,  hand-propelled  lifeboat,  40- 
person  capacity.  Identified  by  general  ar¬ 
rangement  and  construction  dwg.  No.  53- 
2446  dated  October  6,  1953  and  revised 
January  30,  1967,  46  CFR  160.035-13(c) 
Marking,  Wel^ts:  Condition  "A”=4,100 
pounds;  Conditlem  “B”=ll,528  pounds, 
manufactured  by  Lane  Lifeboat  Division 
of  Lane  Marine  Technology,  Inc.,  ISO 
Sullivan  Street,  Broc^lyn,  New  York 
11231,  effective  March  17,  1977.  (It  is  an 
extension  of  Approval  No.  160.035/413/1 
dated  Iday  3, 1972.) 

Approval  No.  160.035/453/0,  28.0'  x 
9.8'  X  4.12'  steel,  hand-propelled  lifeboat, 
66-perBon  capacity,  identified  by  general 
arrangement  and  construction  dwg.  No. 
28-003-01  Rev.  A  dated  April  10,  1967,  46 
CTR  160.035-13(c)  Marking,  Weights: 
Condition  “A”=5,250  pounds;  Condition 
*'B”=17,659  pounds,  manufactured  by 
lame  Lifeboat  Division  of  Lane  Marine 
Techn<Hogy,  Ihc„  150  Sullivan,  Street, 
Brooklyn,  New  York  11231,  effective 
March  17,  1977.  (It  is  an  extension  of 
Approval  No.  160.035/453/0  dated  May  3, 
1972.) 

Approval  No.  160.035/468/1,  26.0'  x 
9i)'  X  3.83'  fibrous  glass  reinforced  plas¬ 
tic  (TOP) ,  CTass  1,  motor-propelled  life¬ 
boat,  48-person  capacity,  identlfled  by 
“Drawing  Ust  for  26  Foot  Open  Life¬ 
boat”  dated  August  14,  1976,  and  general 
arrangement  drawing  6605,  revision  B 
dated  July  23,  1976,  46  CTH  160.035-13 
(c)  Marking,  Weights:  Condition  “A”= 
4,325  pounds;  Condition  “B”=13,445 
pounds,  manufactured  by  Lake  Shore, 
Inc..  Welln  Boat  k  Davit  Division,  P.O. 
Box  809,  Iron  Mountain,  Michigan  49801, 
effective  March  18,  1977.  (It  siojersedes 
Approval  No.  190.035/468/0  dated  Janu¬ 
ary  21, 1976  to  show  engine  change.) 


Approval  No.  190.035/476/1.  36.0'  x 
O.ff*  X  3.63'  fibrous  glass  loinforced  plas¬ 
tic  (mP),  totally  endosed  (covered) 
Cflass  1  motor-propeDed  lifeboat,  43  per¬ 
son  capacity  Identified  by  "Drawing  List 
for  26  foot  Covered  Lifeboat”  dated  Sep¬ 
tember  14,  1976,  and  general  arrange¬ 
ment  drawing  6615,  Rev.  B  dated  Au¬ 
gust  2, 1976,  46  CFR  160.035-13(0  Maik- 
ing.  Weights:  Ccmdltion  “A”=5,931 
poimds;  Condition  ‘•B”=  14,785  pounds, 
manufactured  by  Lake  Shore,  Inc.,  Welin 
Boat  &  Davit  Division,  P.O.  Box  809,  Iron 
Mountain,  Michigan  49801,  effective  Feb¬ 
ruary  23,  1977.  (It  supersedes  Apjxoval 
No.  160.035/476/0  dated  January  5,  1976 
to  show  engine  change.) 

FisHntc  Tackle,  Krs,  EUcxbcency  For 
Merchant  Vessels 

Approval  No.  160.061/5/0,  emergency 
fishing  tackle  kit,  dwg.  No.  1X234  dated 
March  11,  1977,  manufactured  by  Emge 
Aviation  Marine  Products,  Inc.,  Lang- 
home,  Pennsylvania  19047,  effective 
March  18,  1977. 

Marine  Buoyant  Device 

Approval  No.  160.064/1/2,  adult  me¬ 
dium,  competition  vest,  model  OT-S, 
cloth  covered  PVC  foam,  manufactured 
in  accordance  with  U.S.C.G.  Specifica¬ 
tion  Subpart  160.064  and  DL/MD  report 
file  No.  MQ-16,  Type  HI  PFD,  manu¬ 
factured  by  Centex  Corporation,  Car- 
bondale,  Pennsylvania  18407,  effective 
February  24,  1977.  (It  is  an  extension  of 
Approval  No.  160.064/1/2  dated  March 
6,  1972.) 

Approval  No.  160.064/2/2,  child  me- 
duim,  competition  vest,  model  OT-5, 
clothcovered  PVC  focun,  manufactured 
in  accordance  with  UJS.C.O.  Specifica¬ 
tion  Subpart  160.064  and  UL/MD  report 
file  No.  MQ-16.  Type  m  PFD,  manufac¬ 
tured  by  Centex  Corporation,  (Tarbon- 
dale,  Pennsylvania  18407,  effective  Feb¬ 
ruary  24.  1977.  (It  is  an  extension 
Approval  No.  160.064/2/2  dated  March  6, 
1972.) 

Approval  No.  190.064/13/6,  19-lnch 
ring  buoy,  vinyl  dipped  unicellular  plas¬ 
tic  >  foam,  manufa^ured  in  accordance 
with  n.S.C.C.  Specification  Subpart 
160.064  and  UL/MD  report  file  No.  MQ- 
16,  TsTje  rv  PFD,  manufactured  by  Cen¬ 
tex  Corporation,  C^arbondale,  Pennsyl¬ 
vania  18407,  effective  February  24,  1977. 
(It  is  an  extension  of  Aivroval  No.  190.- 
064/13/0  dated  March  7,  1972.) 

Approval  No.  160.064/18/2,  adult  large, 
competition  vest,  model  CT-5,  cloth  cov¬ 
ered  PVC  foam,  xnanufactumd  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  nB.C.C.  Specification 
Subpart  160.064  and  UL/MD  report  file 
No.  MQ-16.  Type  m  PFD.  manufac¬ 
tured  by  Centex  Corporation,  Carbon- 
dale,  Pennsylvania  18407,  effective 
ruary  24,  1977.  (It  is  an  extension  of 
Approval  No.  160.064/18/2  dated  March 
6,  1972.) 

Approval  No.  160.064/291/0,  adult 
small.  Model  Guardian,  cloth  covered 
PVC  foam,  utility  vest,  manufactured  in 
acciudance  with  UJB.C.G.  Specification 
Subpart  160.064  and  UL/MD  report  file 
No.  MQ-16.  Type  in  PFD.  manufactured 
by  Centex  Corporation,  Carbondale, 
Pennsylvania  18407,  effective  February 


24.  1977.  (It  is  an  extension  of  Ainwoval 
No.  160.064/291/0  dated  March  23. 1972.) 

Aimroval  No.  160fi64/292/0,  adult 
medium,  Modd  Guardian,  cloth  covered 
PVC  foam,  utility  vest,  manufactured  in 
accordance  with  UJS.C.C.  Specification 
Subpart  160.064  and  UL/MD  report  file 
No.  MQ-16.  Type  m  PFD,  manufactured 
by  Centex  Corporation,  CTarbondale, 
Pennsylvania  18407,*  effective  February 
24,  1977.  (It  is  an  extension  of  Approval 
No.  160.064/292/0  dated  Mardi  23.  1972.) 

Approval  No.  160.064/293/0,  adult 
large.  Model  Guardian,  cloth  covered 
PVC  foam,  utility  vest,  manufactured  in 
accordance  with  UB.C.C.  Specificaticm 
Subpart  160.064  and  UL/MD  r^iort  file 
No.  MQ-16,  Type  III  PFD.  manufactured 
by  Centex  CTorporation,  C^arbondale. 
Pennsylvaina  18407,  effeijtive  February 
24,  1977.  (It  is  an  extension  of  Approval 
No.  160.064/293/0  dated  March  23. 1972.) 

Approval  No.  190.064/432/0,  adult  X- 
large.  Model  No.  800,  vinyl  dipped  uni¬ 
cellular  plastic  foam  “Water  Ski  Vest”, 
manufactured  in  accordance  with  U.S. 
C.G.  Specification  Subpart  160.064  and 
UL/MD  report  file  No.  MQ  174,  Type  HI 
PFD.  manufactured  by  Fabrlonics,  Inc., 
West  Austin  Street.  Tolono,  Illinois 
61880,  effective  March  15,  1977.  (It  su¬ 
persedes  Approval  No.  160.064/432/0 
dated  January  12,  1973  to  show  change 
in  Model  No.) 

Approval  No.  160.064/433/0,  adult 
large.  Model  No.  700,  vinyl  dipped  uni¬ 
cellular  ifiastlc  foam  “Water  Ski  Vest”, 
manufactured  in  accordance  with  UB. 
C.G.  Specification  Subpart  160.064  and 
XB^/MD  report  file  No.  MQ  174,  Type 
ni  PFD,  manufactured  by  Fabrlonics, 
Inc.,  West  Austin  Street.  Tolono,  Illinois 
61880.  effective  March  15.  1977.  (It  su¬ 
persedes  AiH>roval  No.  160.064/433/0 
dated  January  12,  1973  to  show  change 
in  model  No.) 

Approval  No.  160.064/434/0,  adult 
medium,  Modd  No.  650,  vinyl  dipped 
unicellular  iHastic  foam  “Water  Ski 
Vest”,  manufactured  In  accordance  with 
UB.C.C.  Specification  Subpart  160.064 
and  UL/MD  report  file  No.  MQ  174,  Type 
m  PFD.  manufactured  by  Fabrlonics, 
Inc.,  West  Austin  Street.  'Tolotio,  Illinois 
61880,  effective  March  15.  1977.  (It  su¬ 
persedes  Approval  No.  160.064/434/0 
dated  January  12,  1973  to  show  change 
in  model  No.) 

Approval  No.  160.064/636/0.  child 
medium.  Model  No.  400,  vinyl  dipped 
unicellular  patatic  foam  *73ki  Vest”, 
manufactured  in  accordance  with  UB. 
C.G.  Specification  Subpart  1801)64  and 
UL/MD  report  file  No.  MQ  174.  Type  m 
PFD,  manufactured  by  FWsrloaics.  Inc., 
West  Austin  Street,  ToIodo.  Illinois 
61880,  ^ective  March  15  1977.  (It  su¬ 
persedes  Approval  No.  1904)64/636/0 
dated  July  30,  1974  to  show  change  in 
model  No.) 

Approval  No.  160.064/893/0,  adult. 
Model  No.  900,  vinyl  dipped  unicellular 
plastic  foam  “Water  Ski  Vest”,  manu¬ 
factured  in  aoo(H*dance  with  U.S.C.G. 
^leeiflcation  Subpart  160.064  and  UL/ 
MD  report  file  No.  MQ  174,  Type  m 
PfD,  manufactured  by  Fabrlonics.  Inc., 
West  Austin  Street.  Tifiono.  nUnots 
61880,  effective  March  15.  1977.  (It  su- 
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persedes  Approval  No.  160.064/893/0 
dated  August  18,  1975  to  show  change  in 
model  No.) 

Approval  No.  160.064/1080/1,  child. 
Model  No.  5038,  cloth  covered  uniovu¬ 
lar  plastic  foam  “Himt  and  Fish  Buoyant 
Vest”,  manufactured  im  accordance  with 
U.S.C.G.  Speciflcaticxi  Subpart  160.064 
and  UL/MD  report  file  No.  MQ  196,  fac¬ 
tory  location:  76  Railroad  Street,  New 
London,  Ohio  44875,  T^pe  HI  PFD,  man¬ 
ufactured  by  Kent  Sporting  Goods,  710 
Orange  Street,  Ashland,  Ohio  44805,  ef¬ 
fective  February  22,  1977.  (It  supersedes 
Approval  No.  160.064/1080/0  dated 
March  2.  1976.) 

Approval  No.  160.084/1081/1,  youth. 
Model  No.  5138,  cloth  covered  unicellular 
plastic  foam  “Hunt  and  Fish  Buoyant 
Vest”,  manufactured  in  accordance  with 
U.S.C.G.  Specification  Subpart  160.064 
and  UL/MD  report  file  No.  MQ  196,  fac¬ 
tory  location:  76  Railroad  Street,  New 
London,  Ohio  44875,  Type  m  PFD,  man¬ 
ufactured  by  Kent  Siwrting  Goods,  710 
Orange  Street,  Ashland,  Ohio  44805,  ef¬ 
fective  Ftebruary  22,  1977.  (It  supersedes 
Approval  No.  160.064/1081/0  dated  March 
2,  1976.) 

Approval  No.  160.064/1082/1,  adult 
small.  Model  No.  5538,  cloth  covered  uni¬ 
cellular  plastic  foam  “Hunt  and  Fish 
Buoyant  Vest”,  manufactured  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  U.S.C.G.  Specification  Subpart 
160.064  and  UL/MD  report  file  No.  MQ 
196,  factory  location:  76  Railroad  Street, 
New  Londcm,  Ohio  44875,  Type  III  PFD, 
manufactured  by  Kent  Sporting  (Joods, 
710  Orange  Street,  Ashland,  Ohio  44805, 
effective  February  22,  1977.  (It  super¬ 
sedes  Approval  No.  160.064/1082/0  dated 
March  2,  1976.) 

Approval  No.  160.064/1083/1,  adult 
medium.  Model  Nos.  5638,  5628,  6110,  and 
7118,  cloth  covered  unicellular  plastic 
foam  “Himt  and  Fish  Buoyant  Vest”, 
“General  Purpose  Buoyant  Vest”,  and 
“l%i  Vest”,  manufactured  in  accordance 
with  U.S.C.G.  Specificaticm  Subpart  160.- 
064  and  UL/MD  report  file  No.  MQ  196, 
factory  location:  76  Railroad  Street,  New 
LcHidon,  Ohio  44875,  Type  IH  PFD,  man¬ 
ufactured  by  Kent  Sporting  Goods,  710 
Orange  Street,  Ashland,  Ohio  44805,  ef¬ 
fective  February  22,  1977.  (It  supersedes 
Approval  No.  160.064/1083/0  dated 
March  2,  1976.) 

'^Approval  No.  160.064/1084/1,  adult 
large.  Model  Nos.  5738,  5728,  6218,  and 
7218,  cloth  covered  unicellular  plastic 
foam  “Hunt  and  Fish  Buoyant  Vest”, 
“General  Purpose  Buoyant  Vest”,  and 
“Ski  Vest”,  manufactured  in  accordance 
with  U.S.C.G.  Specification  Sul^>art  160.- 
064  and  UL/MD  rep(H^  file  No.  MQ  196, 
factory  location:  76  Railroad  Street,  New 
London,  Ohio  44875,  Type  m  PFD,  man- 
ufactmV  by  Kent  Spmilng  Goods,  710 
Orange  Street,  Ashland.  CHilo  44805,  ef¬ 
fective  F^ruary  22,  1977.  (It  supersedes 
Approval  No.  160.064/1084/0  dated 
March  2,  1976.) 

Approval  No.  160.064/1085/1,  adult 
X-large,  Model  Nos.  5838,  5828,  6318,  and 
7318,  cloth  covered  unicellular  plastic 
foam  “Hunt  and  Fish  Buoyant  Device”. 
“G«ieral  Purpose  Boating  Vest”,  and 
“Ski  Vest”,  manufactured  in  accordance 
with  U.S.p.O.  Speciflcatkm  Subpart  160.- 
064  and  UL/MD  rep(»t  file  No.  MQ  196, 


factory  location:  76  Railroad  Street,  New 
London,  Ohio  44875,  Type  m  PFD,  man¬ 
ufactured  by  Kent  Sporting  Goods,  710 
Orange  Street,  Ashland.  Ohio  44805,  ef¬ 
fective  February  22,  1977.  (It  sup^sedes 
Approval  No.  1^.064/1085/0  dated 
March  2,  1976.) 

Fire  Extinguishing  Systems, 

Foam  Type 

Approval  No.  162.033/7/1,  National 
AER-O-FOAM  100  Marine  Focun  Fire 
Extinguishing  Systems,  with  AER-O- 
FOAM  100  foaming  concentrate  and 
.catalyst,  for  use  on  polar  scdvents  (alco¬ 
hols,  ketones,  etc.)  or  ordinary  petroleum 
products.  Instruction  Sheet  No.  628,  Re¬ 
vised  August  12,  1966,  manufacture  by 
National  Foam  System,  Inc.,  Union  and 
Adams  Streets,  West  Chester,  Pennsyl¬ 
vania  19380,  effective  February  28,  1977. 
(It  is  an  extension  of  Approval  No.  162.- 
033/7/1  dated  June  9, 1971.) 

Bulkhead  Panels  for  Merchant 
Vessels 

Approval  No.  164.008/91/0,  “Marinite 
XL-S”  asbestos  free  calcium  silicate 
composite  type  panel,  impregnated  with 
silicate  of  soda  on  both  sides,  base  panel 
identical  to  that  described  in  Natiixial 
Bureau  of  Standards  Test  Report  No. 
3921,  dated  October  18, 1976,  and  Under¬ 
writers  Laboratories,  Inc.  Test  R^x>rt 
76NK4807,  file  R7975-1,  dated  October 
12,  1976,  approved  as  meeting  Class  B-15 
requirements  in  %  inch  thickness  and  as 
a  component  in  Class  A-60  construction, 
manufactured  by  Johns-Manville  Sales 
Corporation,  Denver,  Colorado  80217, 
Plant  location:  High  Street,  North  BU- 
lerica,  Massachusetts  01802,  effective 
March  2,  1977. 

Incombustible  Materials  for 
Merchant  Vessels 

Approval  No.  164.009/142/0,  “Nadisco” 
fibrous  glass  cloth  faced  incombustible 
fibrous  glass  thermal  insulaticm  board, 
identical  to  that  described  in  National 
Bureau  of  Standards  Test  Report  No. 
FR3767  dated  July  6,  1971,  approved  in  a 
density  of  4  poimds  per  cubic  foot  and  a 
thickness  of  one  inch,  manufactured  by 
Jamestown  Fiberglass,  Inc.,  834  Mmiroe 
Street,  Jamestown,  New  York  14708,  ef¬ 
fective  February  11,  1977.  (It  is  an  ex¬ 
tension  of  Approval  No.  164.009/142/0 
dated  February  14,  1972  and  change  of 
address  of  manufacturer.) 

Interior  Finishes  tobl  Merchant 
Vessels 

Approval  No.  164.012/15/0,  pressure- 
sensitive  tape  (aluminum  foil)  in  2  mil 
thickness,  for  applications  not  exceeding 
33  percent  of  the  exposed  area,  to  be  ap¬ 
plied  with  manufacturer’s  adhesive  lA- 
8100,  manufactured  by  Morgan  Adhesive 
Company,  4560  narrow  Road,  Stow,  Ohio 
44224,  effective  March  14.  1977.  (It  su¬ 
persedes  Approval  No.  164.012/15/0 
dated  January  18, 1977. 

Dated:  May  12, 1977. 

W.  M  Benkert, 

Rear  Admiral,  U^.  Coast 
Guard,  Chief.  Office  of  Mer~ 
chant  Marine  Safety. 

[FR  DOC.77-14318  Filed  8-18-77:8:45  am] 
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NEW  YORK  HARBOR  VESSEL  TRAFFIC 
SERVICE  ADVISORY  COMMITTEE 

Open  Meeting 

The  New  York  Harbor  Vessel  Trafllc 
Service  Advisory  Committee  will  con¬ 
duct  an  open  meeting  on  Thursday, 
June  16,  1977,  in  the  Vessel  Traflac  Cen¬ 
ter,  Building  400,  Section  N,  Governors 
Island,  New  York.  The  meeting  is  sched¬ 
uled  to  begin  at  10:30  a.m. 

The  agenda  for  this  meeting  of  the 
New  York  Harbor  Vessel  Traffic  Service 
Advisory  Committee  is  as  follows: 

1.  Presentation  of  the  Annual  Report 
for  1976. 

2.  Status  Report  on  the  implementa¬ 
tion  of  the  New  York  Vessel  Traffic  Serv¬ 
ice  given  by  the  Vessel  Traffic  Service 
Staff. 

3.  Comments  or  questions  from  the 
fioor. 

The  New  York  Harbor  Vessel  Traffic 
Service  Advisory  Committee  was  estab¬ 
lished  by  the  Commander,  Third  Coast 
Guard  District  to  advise  on  the  need  for, 
and  development,  installation  and  opera¬ 
tions  of  a  Vessel  Traffic  Service  for  New 
York  Harbor, 

Members  of  the  Committee  serve  vol¬ 
untarily  without  compensation  from  the 
Federal  Government,  either  travel  or  per 
diem. 

Interested  persons  may  obtain  addi¬ 
tional  inlormatlon  or  the  summary  of 
the  minutes  of  the  meeting  by  writing  to 
Commander  D.  A.  Sumi,  Project  Officer, 
Vessel  Traffic  Service,  Building  400,  Sec¬ 
tion  N,  Third  Coast  Guard  District,  Gov¬ 
ernors  Island,  New  York  10004,  or  by  call¬ 
ing  212-264-0409. 

This  Notice  is  issued  under  section  10 
(a)  of  the  Federal  Advisory  Committee 
Act  (Pub.  L.  92-463,  86  Stat.  770,  5  U.S.C. 
App.  1). 

Dated:  AprU  29, 1977. 

B.  E.  Thompson, 

Captain,  U.S.  Coast  Guard 
Guard,  Chief  of  Staff,  Third 
Coast  Guard  District. 

I  PR  Doc.77-14319  Filed  5-18-77:8:45  am] 


Federal  Highway  Administration 
IFHWA  Docket  No.  78-9] 

BAYONNE  BRIDGE,  GOETHALS  BRIDGE, 
GEORGE  WASHINGTON  BRIDGE  AND 
OUTERBRIDGE  CROSSING  TOLLS 

Order 

AGENCY:  Federal  Highway  Adminis¬ 
tration,  DOT. 

ACTION:  Order. 

SUMMARY:  This  Order  Informs  the 
parties  of  the  date  by  which  they  must 
file  briefs  and  exceptions  to  the  recom¬ 
mended  decision  of  Administrative  Law 
Judge  John  E.  Faulk. 

DATES:  All  exceptions  and  briefs  must 
be  filed  by  June  13, 1977. 

ADDRESS :  Exceptions  and  briefs  should 
be  submitted  to  FHWA  Docket  Number 
76-9,  Room  4226,  HCC-1,  Mr.  William  M 
Cox.  Federal  Highway  Administrator,  400 
Seventh  Street  SW.,  Washington,  D.C. 
20590. 
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FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CON¬ 
TACT: 

Dowell  H.  Anders,  Acting  Chief  Coun¬ 
sel  (202/426-0740),  Federal  Highway 
Administration.  Office  hours  are  7:45 
a,m.  to  4:15  p.m.  E.d.t.,  Monday-Frl- 
day. 

■nxe  following  Is  the  Order  in  this  case. 

Order  in  the  Matter  of  the  Bayonne 
Bridge,  Ooeth.\ls  Bridge,  George 
Washington  Bridge  and  Outerbridge 
Crossing  Tolls 

Pursuant  to  the  toll  bridge  procedural 
rules,  49  CFR  310,  Administrative  Law 
Judge  John  E.  Faulk  issued  a  recom¬ 
mended  decision  in  this  case  on  May  9. 
1977.  That  decision  was  served  on  all 
parties  by  mail  on  May  11,  1977.  ITie 
parties,  therefore,  will  have  until  June  13. 
1977,  to  file  exceptions  to  Judge  Faulk’s 
finding  of  fact,  conclusions  of  law,  and 
recommended  order.  These  exertions 
may  be  accompanied  by  a  supporting 
brief. 

All  exceptions  and  briefs  must  be  ad¬ 
dressed  to  Mr.  William  M.  Cox,  Federal 
Highway  Administrator,  FHWA  Docket 
Number  76-9,  Department  of  Trans¬ 
portation,  400  Seventh  Street  SW., 
Washington.  D.C.  20590.  All  exceptions 
and  briefs  must  be  served  on  all  parties 
to  this  proceeding.  A  copy  of  the  current 
service  list  is  attached. 

Issued  this  13th  day  of  May,  1077,  in 
Washington,  D.C. 

(33  U.S.C.  494.  49  CFR  Part  310.) 

William  M.  Cox. 

Administrator. 

Federal  Highway  Administration, 
May  12,  1977. 

Bonorable  Peter  A.  Peyser,  House  of  Repre- 
seatatlves,  Weehlxigtoii.  DXi.  30616. 

Mr.  Btanley  D.  Ver  Mooy,  341  Larch  Avenue, 
Bogota,  New  Jersey  07603. 

Matthew  J.  Derham,  Cihalrman,  AAA  Clubs 
of  New  Jersey,  1  Hanover  Road,  Forbam 
Park,  New  Jeraey  07933. 

'  Joseph  Lesser,  Bequlre,  Port  Authority  of  New 
York  and  New  Jersey,  Oxve  World  Trade 
Center,  New  York,  New  York  10048. 
Honorable  Matthew  Feldman.  Majority  Lead¬ 
er,  New  Jersey  Senate,  790  Orange  Road, 
Teaneck,  New  Jersey  07666. 

Myron  B.  Wolf,  Bsecutlve  Director,  National 
Council  of  Salesmen’s  Organlaatioas,  Inc.. 
137  John  Street.  New  York.  New  York  10088. 
Honorable  Linda  Wlnlkow,  New  York  Senate, 
Albany,  New  York  13334. 

Albert  R.  Iamb,  Jr,  MJ>.,  161  Fort  Wa^- 
Ington  Avenue,  New  York,  New  York.  10063. 
Honorable  Benjamin  A.  OUman,  House  of 
Representatives,  Washington,  DD.  30016. 
Diana  W.  Rivet,  County  Attorney,  The  Coun¬ 
ty  of  Rockland,  County  Offloe  Building,  11 
New  Hempstead  Road,  New  CXty,  New  York 
10066. 

Frank  J.  BlondolUlo,  D.DB,  Councilman  at 
large.  City  Council  of  New  York,  6  Kee¬ 
gans  lane,  Staten  Island.  New  York  10306. 
Mr.  W.  Bernard  Rlchhmd.  Corporation 
Counati  of  the  City  of  New  York,  Municipal 
Building,  New  York,  New  York  10007. 

3Cr.  Osrald  M.  Hansler.  Regional  Admlnlstra- 
6or.  Beg.  3,  invlroiunental  Protection 
Agency,  36  Federal  Plaza,  New  York,  New 
Tort  10007. 


Mr.  Dowell  H.  Anders,  Acting  Chief  Covinsel, 
Federal  Highway  Administration,  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Transportation,  Washington,  D,C, 
30690. 

HoncMuble  Albert  Bursteln,  Assemblyman, 
New  Jersey  Senate,  36  Journal  Square,  Jer¬ 
sey  City,  New  Jersey  07306. 

Honorable  Byron  Baer,  Assemblyman,  New 
Jersey  Senate,  420  Landana  Avenue,  Engle¬ 
wood,  New  Jersey  07633. 

Jeffrey  C.  Cohen.  Esquire,  Vice  President,  Cit¬ 
izens  for  Clean  Air,  Inc..  26  Broad  Street, 
New  York.  New  York  10004. 

Lawrence  Berman,  Esquire.  Transway  In¬ 
ternational  Corp.,  747  Third  Avenue,  38th 
Floor.  New  York,  New  York  10017. 

Robert  N.  Rickies,  P.E.,  Ph.  D..  Executive  Di¬ 
rector.  Institute  for  Public  Transportation, 
211  East  43rd  Street,  New  York,  New  York 
10017. 

Rueben  Cross,  Esquire,  30  Bay  Street.  Second 
Floor,  Staten  Island,  New  York  10301. 

Ms.  Toni  L.  Coldfarb,  363  Pine  Street.  Taa- 
•  neck.  New  Jersey  07666. 

'Thaddeus  Raczkowskl.  Esquire.  New  Jeraey 
Motor  Truck  Ass'n.,  81  East  Railroad  Ave¬ 
nue,  Jamesburg,  New  Jersey  06831. 

Mr.  Harold  C.  Meyers,  Automobile  Club  of 
New  York,  28  East  78tb  Street,  New  York, 
New  York  10021. 

Mrs.  Julia  F.  Lamb,  301  Lydecker  Street,  En¬ 
glewood.  New  Jeraey  07631 . 

Honorable  John  M.  Murphy.  House  of  Repre¬ 
sentatives,  Washington.  D.C.  30516. 

Mr.  Alan  Sa^er,  Commissioner,  New  Jersey 
State  Department  of  Transportation.  1036 
Parkway  Avenue,  TTenton,  New  Jersey 
08825. 

Mr.  John  E.  Faulk,  Administrative  Law  Judge. 
800  Independence  Avenue  SW.,  Washing¬ 
ton.  DXl.  20694. 

Mr.  George  W.  Hofmann,  166  Lafayette  Ave¬ 
nue,  Chatham.  New  Jersey  07928. 

Ms.  Phoebe  Hahn,  964  Mountain  Avenue. 
Berkeley  Hgts.,  N.J.  07992. 

Mr.  Boy  E.  Renzke,  706  Ellington  Road. 
Ridgewood,  New  Jersey  07460. 

Mr.  Sol  Well,  18  Underwood  Court,  Wash¬ 
ington  Township,  Westwood,  New  Jersey 
07675. 

Francis  A.  Mulhem.  Esquire,  Deputy  General 
Counael,  Port  Authority  of  New  York  and 
New  Jersey.  One  World  TVade  Center.  New 
York.  Mew  York  10048. 

Biiam  T.  Ketchum.  PJB..  Vice  President  and 
Staff  Engineer,  Citizens  for  Clean  Air,  Tne.. 
26  Broad  Street,  New  Tort,  New  Tort 
10004. 

Mr.  James  J.  Stapleton.  B(X>-30,  Assistant 
Chief  Counsel  for  Motor  Carrier  and  High¬ 
way  Safety  Law,  Federal  Highway  Admin¬ 
istration.  Department  of  Transportation. 
Washington,  D.C.  30600. 

Mr.  Gerald  M.  Tlemey,  HOO-30,  Offloe  of  the 
Chief  Counsel,  Federal  Highway  Admlnl^ 
traOea.  Department  of  TlansportaUaii. 
Washington,  D.C.  20600. 

Mr.  Bayard  8.  Forster,  Secretarial  Bepresent- 
attve.  Department  of  TTansportatton.  Boons 
2339,  Dortet  76-0,  36  Federal  Plaaa,  N4w 
Tork,  New  Tork  10007. 

Mr.  Baymcaid  T.  Behuler,  ODasmlartmse; 
New  Tort  State  Departmant  of  Tlmnsporta 
tlon,  1230  Washington  AveiMia,  State  Oaaia- 
pus  Building  Mb.  5,  State  Campus,  anmiy. 
New  Tort  12232. 

Mr.  James  T.  B.  TMpp,  CounseL  Bavlraek- 
mental  Defense  Fund,  Ine.,  163  Old  Town 
Road,  Bast,  Seatucket,  MOw  Tort  11738. 
[FB  Doc.77-14846  Filed  6-18-77;8:46  am] 
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INTERSTATE  COMMERCE 
COMMISSION 

(Notice  No.  393]  ^ 

ASSIGNMENT  OF  HEARINGS 

May  16,  1977. 

Cases  assigned  for  hearing,  postpone¬ 
ment,  cancellation  or  oral  argument  ap¬ 
pear  below  and  will  be  published  ordy 
once.  TTils  list  contains  prospective  as¬ 
signments  only  and  does  not  include 
cases  previously  assigned  hearing  dates. 
The  hearings  will  be  cm  the  issues  as 
presently  reflected  in  the  Oflacial  Docket 
of  the  Commission.  An  attempt  will  be 
made  to  publish  notices  of  cancellation 
of  hearings  as  promptly  as  possible,  but 
interested  parties  should  take  appropri¬ 
ate  steps  to  insure  that  they  are  notified 
of  cancellaticm  or  postponements  of 
hearings  in  which  they  are  interested. 

MC-C-9382,  Tucker  Freight  Lines,  Inc.,  now 
assigned  June  1,  1977,  at  Chicago,  Ill.  is 
canceled. 

MC  141861  Sub  1,  Ira  Oreer  now  being  as¬ 
signed  July  14,  1977  (3  days)  at  Kansas 
City,  Missouri  in  a  hearing  room  to  be 
later  designated. 

MC  138274  Sub  42,  Shippers  Best  Express, 
Inc.  now  being  assigned  July  14,  1977  (2 
days)  at  Seattle,  Washington  in  a  hearing 
room  to  be  later  designated. 

MC  140487  Sub  1,  Yellowstone  Trucking,  Inc. 
now  being  assigned  July  13,  1977  (1  day) 
at  Seattle,  Washington  in  a  bearing  room 
to  be  later  designated. 

MC  110410  Sub  19,  Benton  Bros.  Film  Ex¬ 
press,  Inc.  now  being  assigned  July  19, 1977 
(9  days)  at  Atlanta,  Oemgia  in  a  tearing 
room  to  be  later  designated. 

MC  106644  Sub  236,  Superior  Trucking  Co., 
Inc.  now  being  assigned  July  19,  1977  (1 
day)  at  San  Francisco,  California  in  a 
hearing  room  to  be  later  designated. 

Robert  L.  Oswald, 
Secretary. 

(FB  Doc.77-14324  Filed  6-18-77:8:46  am] 
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PETITIONS,  APPUCATIONS,  FINANCE 
MATTERS  (INCLUDING  TEMPORARY 
AUTHORITIES),  RAILROAD  ABANDON¬ 
MENTS,  ALTERNATE  ROUTE  DEVIA¬ 
TIONS,  AND  INTRASTATE  APPLICA¬ 
TIONS 

May  13,  1977. 

Petitions  for  Modification,  Interpre¬ 
tation  OR  Reinstatement  of  Operat¬ 
ing  Rights  Authority 

The  following  petitions  seek  modiflca- 
tion  or  interpretation  of  existing  oper¬ 
ating  rights  authority,  or  reinstatement 
of  terminated  operating  rights  authority. 

An  original  and  one  c<^y  of  protests 
to  the  granting  of  the  requested  author¬ 
ity  must  be  filed  with  the  Commission 
within  30  days  after  the  date  of  this  Fed¬ 
eral  Register  notice.  Such  protest  shall 
comply  with  Special  Rule  247(d)  of  the 
Commission’s  General  Rules  of  Practice 
(49  CFR  1100.247)'  and  shaU  include  a 
concise  statement  of  protestant’s  inter- 


‘  Copies  of  ^>ecial  Rule  247  (as  amended) 
can  be  obtained  by  writing  to  the  Secretary, 
Interstate  Commerce  Commission,  Washing¬ 
ton.  D.C.  20423. 


NOTICES 

est  in  the  proceeding  and  copies  of  its 
conflicting  authorities.  Verifled  state¬ 
ments  in  opposition  should  not  be  ten¬ 
dered  at  this  time.  A  copy  of  the  protest 
shall  be  served  concurrently  upmi  peti¬ 
tioner’s  representative,  or  petitioner  if 
no  representative  is  named. 

No.  MC  111231  (Notice  of  Filing  a  Pe¬ 
tition  to  Delete  Restriction),  filed  April 
12,  1977.  Petitioner:  JONES  TRUCK 
LINES,  INC.,  610  E.  Emma  Ave.,  Spring- 
dale,  Ark.  72764.  Petitioner's  representa¬ 
tive:  Kim  D.  Mann,  Suite  1010,  7101  Wis¬ 
consin  Avenue,  Washington,  D.C,  20014. 
Petitioner  holds  a  motor  common  carrier 
Certificate  in  No.  MC  111231,  issued  May 
22,  1967,  authorizing,  transportation  over 
regular  routes,  of  general  commodities, 
(except  Classes  A  and  B  explosives  and 
hvestock),  as  pertinent,  between  Spring- 
field,  Mo.,  and  Rogers,  Ark.,  serving  in¬ 
termediate  points  in  Arkansas  on  south¬ 
bound  operation  and  all  intermediate 
points  on  northbound  operation:  From 
Springfield  over  U.S.  Highway  60  to 
Monett,  Mo.,  thence  over  Missouri  High¬ 
way  37  to  the  Missouri-Arkansas  State 
line,  thence  over  Arkansas  Highway  47 
to  Gateway,  Ark.,  and  thence  over  U.S. 
Highway  62  to  Rogers,  and  return  over 
the  same  route.  By  the  instant  petition, 
petitioner  seeks  to  delete  the  north¬ 
bound  and  southbound  restrictions  on 
operations  to  and  from  intermediate 
points  in  Missouri  and  Arkansas,  so  as 
to  read:  Between  Springfleld,  Mo.  and 
Rogers,  Ark.,  serving  all  intermediate 
points. 

No.  MC  124735  (Sub-No.  1)  (Notice  of 
Filing  a  Petition  to  Modify  a  Permit), 
filed  April  21,  1977.  Petitioner:  R.  C. 
KERCHEVAL,  JR.,  2201  Sixth  Ave., 
South,  Seattle,  Wash.  98134.  PetitiOTier’s 
representative:  Gteorge  R.  LaBissoniere 
(same  address  as  ai^ilicant).  Petitioner 
holds  a  motor  contract  carrier  Permit  in 
No.  MC  124735  (Sub-No.  1),  issued  Feb¬ 
ruary  2,  1977,  authorizing  transporta¬ 
tion,  over  irregular  routes,  as  pertinent, 
of  Parts  of  mobile  homes  and  uiility 
trailers,  automotive  springs,  suspensions 
and  parts  thereof,  brake  drums,  brake 
assemblies  and  parts  thereof,  tailgate 
hoists  and  parts  thereof,  wheels  and 
wheel  attaching  parts,  and  parts  for 
motor  vehicle  chassis  and  motor  vehicle 
undercarriage,  fnxn  points  in  Illinois, 
Indiana,  Iowa,  Michigan,  Missouri,  Ohio, 
and  Wisconsin,  to  Billings,  Butte,  and 
Great  Falls,  Mont.,  and  Seattle  and  Spo¬ 
kane,  Wash.,  imder  a  continuing  con¬ 
tract,  or  contracts,  with  Motor  Wheel 
and  Parts,  Inc.,  Six  Robblees’  Inc.,  and 
Northwest  Wheel,  Inc.  By  the  instant  pe¬ 
tition,  petitioner  seeks  to  change  the 
contracting  shipper’s  name  to  Trailer 
Equipment  Distributors,  Inc./Motor 
Wheel  &  Parts,  Inc.,  in  lieu  of  Motor 
Wheel  and  Parts,  Inc. 

Republications  of  Grants  of  Operating 

Rights  Authority  Prior  to  Certifi¬ 
cation 

The  following  grants  of  operating 
rights  authorities  are  republished  by 
order  of  the  Commissimi  to  indicate  a 
broadened  grant  of  authority  over  that 


previously  noticed  in  the  Federal  Reg¬ 
ister. 

^  original  and  one  copy  of  a  petition 
for  leave  to  intervene  in  the  proceeding 
must  be  flled  with  the  Commission 
within  30  days  after  the  date  of  this  Fed¬ 
eral  Register  notice.  Such  pleading 
shall  comply  with  Special  Rule  247(d)  of 
the  COTimission’s  General  Rules  of  Prac¬ 
tice  (49  CFR  1100.247)  addressing  spe¬ 
cifically  the  issue(s)  indicated  as  the 
purpose  for  republication,  and  including 
copies  of  intervenor’s  conflicting  authori¬ 
ties  and  a  concise  statement  of  inter¬ 
venor’s  interest  in  the  proceeding  setting 
forth  in  detail  the  precise  manner  in 
which  it  has  been  prejudiced  by  lack  of 
notice  of  the  authority  granted.  A  c(H>y 
of  the  pleading  shall  be  served  concur¬ 
rently  upon  the  carrier’s  representative, 
or  carrier  if  no  representative  is  named. 

No.  MC  129068  (Sub-No.  32)  (Repub- 
Ucation),  filed  October  21,  1976,  pub¬ 
lished  in  the  Federal  Register  issue  of 
November  24,  1976,  and  republished  this 
issue.  Applicant:  GRIFFIN  TRANSPOR¬ 
TATION,  INC.,  3002  S.  Douglas  Blvd., 
Oklahoma  City,  Okla.  73150.  Applicant’s 
representative:  I.  E.  Chenoweth,  409  S. 
Boston,  1300  Mid  Continait  Bldg.,  Tulsa, 
Okla.  74130.  An  Order  of  the  Commis¬ 
sion.  Review  Board  Number  2.  dated 
April  15,  1977,  and  served  May  3,  1977, 
finds  that  the  present  and  future  public 
convenience  and  necessity  require  (K>er- 
ation  by  applicant,  in  interstate  or  for¬ 
eign  commerce,  as  a  common  carrier  by 
motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  in 
the  transportation  of  (1)  trailers  de¬ 
signed  to  be  drawn  by  passenger  auto¬ 
mobiles,  in  initial  movements,  and  (2) 
prefabricated  buildings,  in  sections, 
mounted  (hi  wheeled  undercarriages, 
from  points  in  Colorado  to  F>oints  in  the 
United  States  (except  Alaska,  Hawaii, 
and  Colorado) ;  that  applicant  is  fit, 
willing,  and  able  properly  to  perform 
such  service  and  to  conform  to  the  re¬ 
quirements  of  the  Interstate  Commerce 
Act  and  the  Commission’s  rules  and  reg¬ 
ulations  thereunder.  The  purpose  of  this 
republication  is  to  indicate  the  deletion 
of  the  restriction  against  the  transporta¬ 
tion  of  modular  units  or  prefabricated 
buildings  in  applicant’s  grant  of  au¬ 
thority. 

No.  MC  129631  (Sub-No.  50)  (repub¬ 
lication),  filed  September  1,  1976,  pub¬ 
lished  in  the  Federal  Register  issue  of 
October  15,  1976,  and  republished  this 
issue.  Applicant:  PACK  TRANSPORT, 
INC.,  3975  So.  300  West,  Salt  Lake  City, 
Utah  84107.  Applicant’s  representative: 
Max  D.  Eliason,  P.O.  Box  2602,  Salt  Lake 
City,  Utah  84110.  An  Order  of  the  Cmn- 
mission.  Review  Board  Number  2.  dated 
April  14,  1977,  and  served  April  27,  1977, 
finds  that  the  present  and  future  public 
convenience  and  necessity  require  opera¬ 
tion  by  applicant,  in  interstate  or  for¬ 
eign  commerce,  as  a  common  carrier  by 
motor  vdiicle,  over  irregular  routes,  in 
the  transi>ortation  of  pre-cut  log  build¬ 
ings,  from  the  facilities  of  Authentic 
Homes  Corporation,  located  at  or  near 
Laramie,  Wyo.,  to  points  in  Arizona, 
California.  Idaho,  Montana,  Nevada, 
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Oregon,  Utah,  and  Washington;  that  ap¬ 
plicant  is  fit.  willing,  and  able  properly  to 
perf(MTO  such  service  and  to  conform  to 
the  requirements  of  the  Interstate  Com¬ 
merce  Act  and  the  Commission’s  rules 
and  regulations  thereimder.  The  pur¬ 
pose  of  this  republication  is  to  indicate 
the  substitution  of  the  facilities  of  Au¬ 
thentic  Homes  Corporation,  located  at 
or  near  Laramie,  Wyo.,  as  the  origin 
point  in  lieu  of  points  in  Laramie  County, 
Wyo.,  in  applicant’s  grant  of  authority. 

Motor  Carrier,  Broker,  Water  Carrier 

AND  Freight  Forwarder  Operating 

Rights  Applications 

The  following  applications  are  gov¬ 
erned  by  Special  Rule  247  of  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  General  Rules  of  Practice  <49 
CFR  s  1100.247).  ’These  rules  provide, 
among  other  things,  that  a  protest  to 
the  granting  of  an  application  must  be 
filed  with  the  Commisslcm  within  30  days 
after  the  date  of  notice  of  filing  of  the 
applicatimi  is  published  in  the  Federal 
Register.  Failure  seasonably  to  file  a 
protest  will  be  construed  as  a  waiver  of 
onxwition  and  participation  in  the  pro¬ 
ceeding.  A  protest  under  these  rules 
should  c<»nply  with  Section  247(d)(3) 
of  the  rules  of  practice  which  requires 
that  it  set  forth  specifically  the  grounds 
upon  which  it  is  made,  contain  a  detailed 
statement  of  protestant’s  interest  in  the 
proceeding  (including  a  copy  of  the  spe¬ 
cific  portions  of  its  authority  which  Pro¬ 
testant  believes  to  be  in  conflict  with 
that  sought  in  the  application,  and  de¬ 
scribing  in  detail  the  method — whether 
by  Joinder,  interline,  or  other  means — 
by  which  protestant  would  use  such  au- 
thmlty  to  provide  all  or  part  of  the  serv¬ 
ice  proposed),  and  shall  specify  with 
particularity  the  facts,  matters,  and 
things  relied  up<m,  but  shall  not  include 
issues  or  allegatimis  phrased  generally. 
Protests  not  in  reasonable  compliance 
with  the  requirements  of  the  rules  may 
be  rejected,  ’llie  original  and  one  c(H?y  of 
the  protest  shall  be  filed  with  the  Com- 
mtssl<xi,  and  a  copy  shall  be  served  con¬ 
currently  up(xi  applicant’s  representa¬ 
tive.  or  s^iplicant  if  no  r^resentative  is 
named.  If-the  protest  includes  a  request 
for  oral  hearing,  such  requests  shall  meet 
the  requirements  of  section  247(d)  (4)  of 
the  special  rules,  and  shall  include  the 
certification  required  therein. 

Section  247(f)  further  provides,  in 
part,  that  an  applicant  who  does  not  in¬ 
tend  timely  to  prosecute  its  application 
shall  promptly  request  dismissal  thweof , 
and  that  failure  to  prosecute  an  aK>ll- 
catimi  under  procedures  ordered  by  the 
Commisslcm  will  result  in  dismissal  of 
the  application.  Furtho-  processing  steps 
will  be  by  Commission  order  which  will 
be  served  on  each  party  of  record. 
Broadening  amendments  will  not  be  ac¬ 
cepted  after  the  date  of  this  publication 
except  for  good  cause  shown,  and  re¬ 
strictive  amendments  will  not  be  enter¬ 
tained  f(^owlng  publlcatlmi  in  the 
Federal  Register  of  a  notice  that  the 
proceeding  has  been  assigned  for  oral 
hearing.  Each  applicant  states  that  there 
will  be  no  significant  effect  im  the  qual¬ 


ity  of  the  human  environment  resulting 
from  approval  of  its  application. 

No.  MC  1117  (Sub-No.  13). filed  March 
21,  1977.  Applicant:  M.aJhC.  ’TRANS¬ 
PORT  CORPORA’TICW,  70  Maltese 
Drive,  Totowa,  N.J.  07512.  Applicant’s 
representative;  Morton  E.  Kiel,  5  World 
’Trade  Center.  Suite  6193,  New  York,  N.Y. 
10048.  Authority  sought  to  cerate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
Irregular  routes,  transporting;  (1)  New 
furniture,  from  Liberty.  Salisbury,  ’Troy, 
Brisco,  Greensboro,  Lexington.  Ashboro, 
Lincolnton  and  Mount  Airy.  N.C.,  to  Con¬ 
necticut,  New  Jersey,  New  Yoric,  and 
Philadelphia,  Pa.;  (2)  furniture  frames, 
from  Greensbm^,  N.C.,  to  Connecticut, 
New  Jersey,  New  York,  and  Philadelphia, 
Pa.;  and  (3)  new  furniture  and  furni¬ 
ture  parts,  from  (garden  City,  N.Y.,  to 
points  in  North  Carolina. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  New 
York.  N.Y. 

No.  MC  1328  (Sub-No.  25) .  filed  March 
15,  1977.  Applicant;  MGS  ’TRANSPOR¬ 
TATION.  me..  P.O.  Box  270,  Alexandria. 
Ind.  46001.  Applicant’s  representative; 
Charles  Garrett  (same  address  as  i^li- 
cant) .  Authority  sought  to  (Hierate  as  a 
contract  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
Irregular  routes,  transporting;  Mineral 
wool  and  mineral  wool  products,  between 
the  plantsite  of  Jc^ns-Manville  Sales 
Corporatiem  located  at  Alexandria,  Ind., 
and  rail  piggyback  facilities  located  in 
Indiana,  restricted  to  traffic  having  a 
prior  or  subsequent  movement  by  rail, 
under  a  continuing  contract  or  ccmtracts 
with  Johns-Manville  Sales  Corporation. 

Note. — If  a  bearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  either 
Indianapolis,  Ind.,  or  Chicago,  lU. 

No.  MC  2202  (Sub-No.  534),  filed 
March  28.  1977.  Applicant:  ROADWAY 
EXPRESS,  me.,  1077  Gorge  Blvd.,  P.O. 
Box  471,  Akron,  Ohio  44309.  Applicant’s 
representative;  William  O.  ’Turney,  Suite 
1010,  7101  Wisconsin  Avenue,  Wa^ng- 
ton,  D.C.  20014.  Authority  sought  to 
(^rate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  regular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  General  commodities,  (except  those 
of  imusual  value.  Classes  A  and  B  ex¬ 
plosives,  household  goods  as  defined  by 
the  Commission,  commodities  in  bulk, 
and  those  requiring  special  equipment) . 
serving  the  idantsite  of  Sun  City 
P^Bshlons,  Inc.,  located  at  or  near  Mid¬ 
lothian,  ’Tex.,  as  an  off-route  point,  in 
connection  with  f^iplicant’s  present  au¬ 
thority. 

Note. — Common  control  may  be  Involved. 
If  a  hearing  la  deemed  neceaaary.  the  ap¬ 
plicant  requeata  it  be  hrtd  at  either  Dallaa, 
Tex.,  or  Washington,  D.C. 

No.  MC  2202  (Sub-No.  537),  filed 
April  29.  1977.  Applicant;  ROADWAY 
EXPRESS,  me.,  P.O.  Box  471,  1077 
Gorge  Blvd.,  Aki^  Ohio  44309.  AjH>li- 
cant’s  representative;  William  O. 
’Turney,  Suite  1010,  7101  Wisconsin 
Ave.,  Washlngtim,  D.C.  20014.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier. 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  regular  routes. 


transporting:  General  commodities  (ex¬ 
cept  those  of  unusual  value.  Class  A 
and  B  explosives,  hous^old  goods  as  de¬ 
fined  by  the  Commission,  commodities  In 
bulk,  and  those  requiring  special  equip¬ 
ment)  serving  the  plantsite  and  ware¬ 
house  facilities  of  John  Deere  Company 
located  at  or  near  Conyers,  GeOTgla,  as 
an  off-route  point  in  cminection  with 
carrier’s  authorized  regular  route  oper- 
atkm. 

Note. — Common  control  may  be  Involved. 
If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary,  applicant 
requests  that  it  be  held  at  Atlanta.  Oa.  cm- 
Washington,  D.C. 

No.  MC  2860  (Sub-No.  154),  filed 
March  30.  1977.  Apidicant:  NA’TIONAL 
FREIGHT,  me..  57  West  Park  Avenue. 

.Vineland,  N.J.  08360.  Applicant's  rep¬ 
resentative;  Christian  V.  Graf,  407 
North  Front  Street.  Harrisburg.  Pa* 
17101.  Authority  sought  to  opo-ate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Canned 
and  preserved  foodstuffs,  from  the 
plantsite  and  shilling  facilities  of 
Heinz  U.SA.,  Divisifm  of  H.  J.  Heinz 
Company,  located  at  Fremont  and 
Toledo,  Ohio,  to  points  in  Maine,  New 
Hampshire,  Vermont.  Massachusetts. 
Connecticut,  Rhode  Island,  Virginia. 
Maryland,  New  Jersey;  points  in  that 
part  of  New  York  mi  and  east  of  a  line 
beginning  at  the  Junction  of  New  York 
Highway  57  and  Lake  Ontario,  and  ex¬ 
tending  along  New  York  Highway  57  to 
its  Junction  with  UJ3.  Highway  11  at  or 
near  Syracuse,  thence  along  New  York 
Highway  11  to  the  New  York-Pennsyl- 
vania  State  line;  and  points  in  that  part 
of  Pennsylvania  on  and  east  of  U.S. 
Highway  220,  restricted  to  traffic  origin¬ 
ating  at  the  above  origins  and  destined 
to  the  above  described  destlnatimis. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  la  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  It  be  held  on  a  con¬ 
solidated  record  with  similar  applications  at 
either  Washington,  D.C.,  or  Harrisburg,  Pa 

No.  MC  3062  (Sub-No.  38),  filed 
March  18,  1977.  Applicant:  INMAN 
FREIGHT  SYSTEM,  mc.,  321  North 
Spring  Ave.,  P.O.  Box  1060,  Cape  Girar¬ 
deau,  Mo.  63701.  Applicant’s  representa¬ 
tive;  Brainerd  W.  LaTourette,  Jr..  11 
South  Meramec,  St.  Louis,  Mo.  63105. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  v^icle,  over  regular 
routes,  transporting:  General  commod¬ 
ities  (except  those  of  unusual  value. 
Classes  A  and  B  explosives,  household 
goods  as  defined  by  the  CtKnmission. 
commodities  in  bulk,  and  those  requiring 
special  equipment).  (1)  between  Norris 
dty,  HI.,  and  Cave  in  Rock,  HI.,  serving 
all  intermediate  points,  and  the  off-route 
points  of  Rldgway,  HI.:  from  Norris  City 
over  U.S.  Highway  45  to  Junctimi  Illinois 
Highway  1,  thence  over  Illinois  Highway 
1  to  Cave  in  Rock,  and  return  over  the 
same  route;  (2)  between  Harrisburg,  HI., 
and  Rosiclare,  HI.,  serving  all  interme¬ 
diate  points:  from  Harrisburg  over  Illi¬ 
nois  Highway  34  (also  portion  Illinois 
Highway  146) .  and  return  over  the  same 
route;  (3)  between  Vienna.  HL,  and  Junc¬ 
tion  Illinois  Highways  1  and  146,  serving 
all  Intermediate  p^ts:  from  Vienna 
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over  Illinois  Highway  146,  to  Junction 
Illinois  Highway  1,  and  return  over  the 
same  route;  (4)  between  Boles,  HI.  (also 
known  as  West  Vienna,  111.)^  and  Olm¬ 
sted,  HI.,  serving  all  intermediate  points 
and  the  off-route  point  of  Kamak,  HI.; 
fr(xn  Boles  (also  known  as  West  Vienna) 
over  Illinois  Highway  37  to  Olmsted,  and 
return  over  the  same  route;  (5)  between 
Harrisburg,  HI.,  and  junction  Illinois 
Highways  145  and  146,  serving  all  inter¬ 
mediate  points:  from  Harrisburg,  over 
Illinois  Highway  145  (also  portion  Hlinois 
Highway  34),  to  junction  Illinois  High¬ 
way  146,  and  return  over  the  same  route; 
(6)  between  Harrisburg,  HI.,  and  Shaw- 
neetowm.  Ill.,  serving  all  intermediate 
points;  from  Harrisburg  over  Hlinois 
Highway  13  to  Shawneetown,  and  return 
over  the  same  route;  (7)  between  New 
•  Harmony,  Ind.,  and  Evansville,  Ind., 
serving  all  intermediate  points:  from 
New  Harmony  over  Indiana  Highway  69 
to  jimcticm  Indiana  Highway  62,  thence 
over  Indiana  Highway  62  to  Evansville, 
and  return  over  the  same  route. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  either  Marlon, 
Ill.,  or  EvansvUle,  Ind. 

MC  4405  (Sub-No.  553) ,  filed  March  24, 
1977.  Applicant:  DEALERS  TOANSIT, 
INC.,  a  corporation,  522  South  Boston 
Avenue,  Enterprise  Bldg.,  Tulsa,  Qkla. 
74103.  Applicant’s  representative:  Alan 
Poss,  502  First  National  Bank  Bldg., 
Fargo,  N.  Dak.  58102.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicl'^,  over  irregular  routes,  in  inter¬ 
state  or  foreign  commerce,  transporting; 
il)  Trailers  and  trailer  chassis  (except 
those  designed  to  be  drawn  by  passenger 
autconoblles) ,  and  trailer  converter  dol¬ 
lies  In  Initial  movements  in  truckaway 
service,  from  points  in  McMinn  County, 
Tennessee,  to  points  in  the  United  States, 
excluding  Alaska  and  Hawaii;  (2)  (a) 
Trailer  converter  dollies  in  secondary 
movements  in  truckaway  service;  and 
(2)  (b)  Motor  vehicle  bodies,  packer 
bodies,  lift  gates,  and  containers  and 
hoists  and  materials,  supplies  and  ports 
(except  commodities  in  biilk)  used  in  the 
mamifacture,  assembly,  or  servicing  of 
the  commodities  described  in  (1)  and  (2) 
above,  between  points  in  the  United 
States,  excluding  Alaska  and  Hawaii,  on 
the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points 
in  McMinn  County,  Tennessee. 

Note. — Common  control  may  be  involyed. 
If  a  hearing  la  deraned  necessary,  the  ai^U- 
cant  requests  It  be  held  at  Chicago,  Illinois, 
or  MUwaukee,  Wisconsin. 

No.  MC  4405  (Sub-No.  554),  filed 
March  24.  1977.  Applicant:  DEA1£RS 
TRANSIT.  INC..  522  Boston  Avenue, 
Tulsa,  Okla.  74103.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Alan  Foss.  502  First  Natlcmal 
Bank  Bldg.,  Fargo,  N.  Dak.  58102.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  Irregular 
routes,  transporting:  (1)  Electrode 
masts,  and  other  air  correction  device 
components,  from  the  plantslte  of  Leck- 
enby  Company  of  Ai^ansaa,  located  at 
Fort  Smith.  Axk,.  to  points  In  the  United 
States  (except  Alaska  and  HawaU) ;  and 
(2)  materials,  parts  and  supplies,  used  in 


the  manufacture  of  electrode  masts, 
from  points  in  the  United  States  (except 
Alaska  and  Hawaii),  to  the  i^antsite  of 
Leck^by  Company  of  Arkansas,  located 
at  Fort  Smith,  Ark. 

Note. — Common  control  may  be  involved. 
If  a  bearing  Is  deemed  necessary,  the  appli¬ 
cant  requests  It  be  held  at  Oklahoma  City, 
Okla.,  or  Dallas,  Tex. 

No.  MC  11207  (Sub-No.  387),  filed 
March  30,  1977.  Applicant:  DEATON, 
INC.,  317  Avenue  W.,  P.O.  Box  938, 
Birmingham,  Ala.  35201.  Applicant's  rep¬ 
resentative:  Kim  D.  Mann,  Suite  1010, 
7101  Wisconsin  Avenue,  Washington, 
D.C.  20014.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting:  (1) 
Mining  equipment;  (2)  attachments  and 
parts  of  mining  equipment:  and  (3) 
equipment,  materials,  and  supplies,  used 
in  the  manufacture  of  mining  equipment, 
between  the  facilities  of  Reading  US. 
Inc.,  located  at  or  near  Orange  Park, 
Fla.,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  in  Alabama,  Arkansas,  Georgia, 
Kentucky.  Louisiana,  Mississippi,  Mis¬ 
souri,  North  Carolina,  Oklahoma,  South 
Carolina,  Tennessee,  Texas,  Virginia,  and 
West  Virginia. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests-  It  be  held  at  either 
Jacksonville  or  Tampa,  Pla. 

No.  MC  11722  (Sub-No.  5),  filed 
April  26,  1977.  Applicant;  BRADER 
HAULING  SERVICE,  INC.,  Post  Office 
Box  635,  Zillah,  Wash.  98953.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Douglas  A.  Wilron,  303 
East  D  Street,  Yakima,  Wash.  98901.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  farm  supplies. 
limited  to  coir  yarn,  hop  cloth,  sisal,  steel 
wire  and  paper  twine,  restrict^  to  traffic 
having  a  prior  movement  by  water,  from 
ports  of  entry  at  Seattle  and  Tacoma, 
Washington,  and  Portland.  Oregon,  to 
Yakima  and  Benton  Counties,  Washing¬ 
ton. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  Portland, 
Oregon,  or  Seattle,  Washington.  AiH>llcant 
holds  contract  carrier  authority  in  No.  MC 
124658  (Sub-No.  2  and  others);  therefore 
dual  operations  may  be  Involved. 

No.  MC  14215  (Sub-No.  10).  filed 
April  20,  1977.  Applicant:  EMITH 

TRUCK  SERVICE,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  1329, 
Steubenville,  Ohio  43952.  Applicant’s 
representative:  James  R.  Stiverson,  1396 
West  Fifth  Avenue,  (Tolumbus,  Ohio 
43212.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  rout^,  transporting:  (1) 
Activated  carbon,  in  bulk,  in  diunp  vehi¬ 
cles,  from  Catlettfdsurg,  Kentucky,  Ne¬ 
ville  Island,  Pennsylvania,  and  Bayport, 
Texas,  to  points  in  the  United  States,  ex¬ 
cept  Alaska  and  Hawaii;  and.  Spent 
Carbon,  in  bulk,  in  dump  vehicles,  on  re¬ 
turn;  (2)  Coal,  from  points  in  Illinois, 
Indiana,  Kentucky,  Maryland,  Ohio, 
Pennsylvania,  Tennessee,  Virginia,  and 
West  Virginia,  to  Catlettsburg,  Kentucky, 
and  Neville  Island.  Pennagivania;  (3) 
Pitch,  from  FoUansbee,  West  Virginia,  to 
Catlettsburg,  Kentucky;  (4)  Raw  mate¬ 


rials  used  in  the  manufacture  and  proc¬ 
essing  of  activated  carbon,  in  bulk,  in 
dump  vehicles,  from  Ironton,  Ohio,  to 
Catlettsburg,  Kentucky :  and  (5)  Coconut 
shells,  from  Baltimore,  Maryland,  to 
Neville  Island,  Pennsylvania. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  Pitts¬ 
burgh,  Pennsylvania,  or  Washington,  D.C. 

No.  MC  19227  (Sub-No.  234),  filed 
April  24,  1977,  Applicant:  LEONARD 
BROS.  TRUCKING  CO.,  INC.,  2515  NW. 
20th  Street,  P.O.  Box  520602,  Miami,  Fla. 
33152.  Applicant’s  representative; 
Thomas  A.  Leonard,  2515  NW.  20th 
Street,  P.O.  Box  520602,  Miami,  Fla. 
33152.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Self- 
propelled  utility  graders,  and  self-pro¬ 
pelled  paving  machines,  and  trailers,  and 
parts  thereof,  from  Gwinnett  County, 
CSeorgia,  to  points  in  the  United  States 
(except  Alaska  and  Hawaii) . 

Note. — Common  control  may  be  Involved. 
If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary,  the  appU- 
cant  requests  that  it  be  held  at  Atlanta,  Oa., 
or  Washington,  D.C. 

No.  MC  19778  (Sub-No.  95).  filed 
March  30,  1977.  Applicant:  THE  MIL¬ 
WAUKEE  MOTOR  TRANSPORTA¬ 
TION  CO.,  516  W.  Jackson  Boulevard, 
Suite  508,  Chicago,  HI.  60606.  Applicant’s 
representative :  Robert  F.  Munsell  (same 
address  as  applicant) .  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by 
motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Concrete  products,  from 
Sioux  Falls,  S.  Dak.,  and  points  within 
three  (3)  miles  thereof,  to  points  in 
North  Dakota. 

Note. — Common  control  may  be  Involved. 
If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary,  the  appli¬ 
cant  requests  it  be  held  at  either  Chicago, 
m.,  or  Pierre,  S.  Dak. 

No.  MC  22195  (Sub-No.  170),  filed 
AprU  27,  1977.  Applicant;  DAN  DUGAN 
TRANSPORT  CO.,  a  corporation.  31st 
and  Grange  Avenue,  Sioux  Falls,  South 
Dakota  57105.  Applicant’s  representa¬ 
tive:  F.  Fred  Fisher,  41st  and  Grange 
Avenue,  Sioux  FaUs,  South  Dakota  57105. 
Authority  sought  to  engage  in  operation 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
in  mterstate  commerce,  over  irregular 
routes,  in  the  transpmtation  of:  (11  Dry 
fertiliser,  in  bulk,  from  Moorhead,  Min¬ 
nesota,  to  points  in  Iowa,  Nebraska, 
North  Dakota,  South  Dakota,  Wiscon¬ 
sin,  and  Minnesota;  (2)  Fertilizer  and 
fertilizer  ingredients,  from  Climax,  5Hn- 
nesota.  to  points  in  North  Dakota;  (3) 
Fertilizer  and  fertilizer  ingredients 
{dry),  also  urea  (.dry),  (a)  from  Car¬ 
rington  and  Colfax,  North  Dakota,  to 
points  in  South  Dakota  and  Mlnnesotck 
(b)  from  Dilworth,  Minnesota,  to  points 
in  North  Dakota,  (c)  from  Grand  Forks. 
North  Dakota,  to  points  in  Minnesota. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  ie  deemed  neoeaeary, 
the  applicant  requests  that  It  be  held  at 
either  Minneapolis,  Minn.,  or  Sioux  Palls, 
S.  Dak. 

No.  MC  26088  (Sub-No.  23).  filed 
March  24.  1977.  Applicant;  NORTH  4 
SOUTH  LINES,  INC.,  2710  South  Main 
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street.  HaniscMiburg.  Va.  22801.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  r^esentative:  John  R.  Sims.  Jr.. 
425  13th  Street  NW..  915  Pennsylvania 
Building,  Washington,  D.C.  20004.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  opa^te  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  (1)  Meat  and  meat 
products  (exc^  in  bulk) .  from  Blackey, 
Ky.;  Tlmboville,  Va.;  and  Mt.  Airy,  Md.. 
to  points  in  and  east  of  Wisconsin,  D- 
llnols.  Kentucky.  Tennessee,  and  Mis¬ 
sissippi;  and  (2)  frozen  foods,  from  Mt. 
Airy,  Md.,  to  the  destination  points  listed 
in  (1)  above,  restricted  to  traffic  (xlg- 
Inating  at  and  destined  to  points  named 
in  (1)  and  (2)  above. 

Non. — Common  control  may  be  invcrived. 
If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary,  the  appll- 
^pUoant  requests  It  be  held  at  Harrisonburg, 
Va. 

No.  MC  30378  (Sub-No.  60),  filed 
March  25,  1977.  Applicant:  ASSO¬ 

CIATED  TRANSPORTS.  INC.,  9050  Per- 
shall  Road.  P.O.  Box  85,  Hazlewood,  Mo. 
63042.  Applicant’s  r^resentative:  Arnold 
li.  Buike,  180  North  LaSalle  Street,  Chi¬ 
cago,  HI.  60601.  Authority  sought  to  op¬ 
erate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vdilcle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Neto  automobiles,  new  trucks,  and 
new  chassis,  in  inltisJ  and  secondary 
movements,  in  truckaway  and  driveaway 
service,  and  new  automobile  parts  and 
accessories  Incidential  to  tee  vehicles 
transported  when  moving  at  tee  same 
time  with  tee  above-described  vehicles, 
between  Claycomo,  Mo.,  on  tee  one  hand, 
and,  on  tee  other,  points  in  Iowa,  Ne¬ 
braska,  and  South  Dakota,  restricted  to 
traffic  originating  at  the  i^antslte  and 
warehouse  facilities  utUized  by  Ford  Mo¬ 
tor  Company,  and  further  restricted  to  a 
prior  movement  by  motor,  rail  or  water. 

Note. — Common  oontrol  may.  be  Involved. 
If  a  hearing  la  deemed  neoeeaary,  the  appll- 
oant  requeete  It  be  held  at  either  Detroit, 
inch.,  or  St.  Louis,  Mo. 

No.  MC  30844  (Sub-No.  585).  filed 
March  30.  1977.  Applicant:  KROBLIN 
REFRIGERATED  XPRESS,  INC.,  2125 
Commercial  Street,  Waterloo,  Iowa  50702. 
Applicant’s  r^resentative:  Christian  V. 
Graf,  407  N.  Fnmt  St.,  Hsurisburg,  Pa. 
17101.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
Irregular  routes,  transporting:  Canned 
and  preserved  foodstuffs,  from  tee  plant- 
site  and  shipping  facilities  of  Heinz 
U.SA.,  Division  of  H.  J.  Heinz  Company, 
located  at  Fremont  and  Toledo,  Ohio, 
to  points  in  New  York  <mi  and  south  of 
Interstate  Highway  84;  points  in  New 
Jersey  on  and  ncHte  of  New  Jersey  High¬ 
way  33;  and  points  in  Massachusets  and 
Connecticut,  restricted  to  traffic  originat¬ 
ing  at  tee  named  origins  and  destined 
to  tee  named  destinations. 

Note.— Common  control  may  be  Involved. 
If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary,  the  appli¬ 
cant  requests  It  be  hrtd  on  a  consolidated 
record  with  other  similar  applications  at 
either  Washington,  D.C.,  or  Pittsburgh,  Pa. 

No.  MC  35807  (Sub-No.  69).  filed 
March  28.  1977.  Applicant:  WELLS 
FARGO  ARMORED  SERVICE  CORP., 
P.O.  Box  4313,  Atlanta,  Oa.  30302.  AKdl- 


cant’s  representative:  Hairy  J.  Jordan, 
1000  16te  Street  NW..  Washington.  D.C. 
20036.  Authority  souitet  to  operate  as  a 
contract  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
Irregular  routes,  tranoTorting:  Commer~ 
dal  papers,  checks,  business  papers,  rec¬ 
ords.  payroll  checks,  reports,  and  audit 
and  accounting  media,  between  Hamden, 
Conn.,  and  points  in  Ulster,  Orange,  and 
Dutchess  Coimties,  N.Y.,  under  a  con¬ 
tinuing  contract  or  contracts,  with 
Northeast  Data  Com.  Inc;  Rondout  Sav¬ 
ings  Bank;  Saving  <t  Locm  Association 
of  Newburgh;  Ellenville  Savings  Bank, 
and  Mid-Hudson  Savings  Bank. 

Note. — Ckxnmon  control  may  be  Involved. 
If  s  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary,  the  appli¬ 
cant  requesto  It  be  held  at  either  Washington, 
D.C.,  or  Bos'ton,  Mass. 

No.  MC  40235  (Sub-No.  33).  filed 
March  25.  1977.  Apfdicant:  IJI.C.  Ii  D. 
MOTOR  FREIGHT,  INC.,  128  S.  2nd 
Street,  Richmond,  Ind.  47374.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Walter  F.  Jones.  Jr.,  601 
Cteamber  of  Commerce  Building,  Indi- 
anap(^.  Ind.  46204.  Authority  sought  to 
c^ierate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  regular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  General  commodities  (except  those 
of  unusual  value,  livestock.  Classes  A  and 
B  explosives,  hous^old  goods  as  defined 
by  tee  Commission,  CMnmodlties  in  bulk, 
and  commodities  requiring  special  equip¬ 
ment),  (1)  between  Liberty  and  BrocA- 
ville,  Ind.:  from  Liberty,  Ind.,  over  Indi¬ 
ana  Highway  101,  servi^  all  intermedi¬ 
ate  points,  (2)  between  New  Trenton  and 
Indianapolis,  Ind.:  from  New  Trenton, 
Ind.,  over  U.S.  Highway  52  serving  all 
intermediate  points.  (3)  between  Con- 
nersville,  Ind.  and  juncticui  of  Indiana 
Highway  121  and  U.S.  Highway  52:  from 
CTonnersville,  Ind.  over  Indiana  Highway 
44  to  Juncticm  Indiana  Highway  121, 
thence  over  Indiana  Highway  121  to 
Junction  n.S.  Highway  52,  serving  all  in¬ 
termediate  points;  and  (4)  between 
RushvUle  and  Dunrelte,  Ind.:  from 
Rushville,  Ind.  over  Indiana  Highway  3 
to  Dunrelte,  Ind.,  serving  all  intermedi¬ 
ate  points  and  off-route  points  of  Carth¬ 
age  and  Iifasrs.  Ind. 

Note. — ^If  s  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  either 
Indianapolis,  Ind.,  or  Columbus,  Ohio. 

No.  MC  47786  (Sub-No.  6),  filed  AlM-11 
27.  1977.  Applicant:  R08SMEYER  k 
WEBER.  INC.,  doing  business  as  Raritan 
Valley  Bus  Service,  P.O.  Box  312,  Me- 
tuchen,  N.J.  08040.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Robert  E.  Goldstein.  8  West 
40te  Street,  New  York,  N.Y.  10018.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes  transporting  passengers  and  their 
baggage  in  tee  same  v^cle  with  pas¬ 
sengers  from  New  Yoik,  New  Y(hic  to 
Vermont  and  Maine  and  return,  in  char¬ 
ter  operaticHis. 

Note. — Applicant  proposes  to  join  this  au- 
thCHTlty  with  Its  authority  authorizing  char¬ 
ter  operations  from  New  York  to  New  Hamp¬ 
shire.  Maine,  Rhode  Island,  (Connecticut, 
New  York,  New  Jersey,  Delaware,  Pennsyl¬ 
vania,  (%lo,  Nebraska,  Maryland,  the  District 
of  Coliunhla,  and  return.  If  a  hearing  Is 
deemed  neceeaary,  iqipUoant  requests  that  It 
be  held  at  New  York,  New  York. 


No.  MC  56640  (8ub-No.  37).  filed 
March  15,  1977.  Applicant:  jyESJTA. 
LINES,  INC.,  333  Hegmberger  Road. 
Oakland.  (Talif.  94621.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  Marshall  G.  Berol,  601  Cali¬ 
fornia  Street,  Suite  1900,  San  Francisco, 
Calif.  94108.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  regular  routes,  transporting:  Gen¬ 
eral  commodifies,  (except  those  of  un¬ 
usual  value,  household  goods  as  defined 
by  tee  Commissi(xi,  commcxiities  in  bulk, 
and  commodities  requiring  special  equip¬ 
ment).  (1)  Between  junction  Interstate 
Highway  10  and  California  Highway  111 
(near  Indio)  and  Tucson,  Ariz.,  serving 
all  intermediate  points:  Fr<xn  juncticm 
Interstate  Highway  10  and  California 
Hiediway  111  (near  Indio)  over  Inter¬ 
state  Highway  10  (also  portion  U.S. 
Highway  95  and  60)  to  Tucs<m  and  re¬ 
turn  over  tee  same  route;  (2)  Between 
Winterhaven,  Calif.,  and  Jxmction  Inter¬ 
state  Highway  8  and  Interstate  Highway 
10  (near  Artecma  City,  Aiiz.) .  serving  all 
intermediate  points;  From  Winterhaven 
over  Interstate  Highway  8  (also  portion 
U.S.  Highway  80).  to  Junctlcm  Inter¬ 
state  Highway  8  and  Interstate  Highway 
10  and  return  over  tee  same  route;  (3) 
Between  Tucschi,  Ariz.,  and  Gila  Bend. 
Ariz.,  serving  all  intermediate  points: 
From  Tucs(m  over  U.S.  Highway  80  (also 
portion  U.S.  Highway  89  and  60)  to  Gila 
Bend  and  return  over  tee  same  rcmte; 
(4)  Between  Mesa,  Ariz.,  and  junction 
Interstate  Highway  10,  and  Arizona 
Highway  87,  located  near  Eloy,  Ariz., 
serving  all  intermediate  points:  Frcun 
Mesa  over  Arizona  Highway  87  (also  por¬ 
tion  Arizona  Highway  93,  387  and  287), 
to  juncti<m  Interstate  Highway  10,  lo¬ 
cated  near  Eloy.  and  retium  over  the 
same  route; 

(5)  Between  junction  Interstate  High¬ 
way  10  and  Arizona  Highway  287  and 
jimction  U.8.  Highway  80  and  Arizona 
Highway  287,  serving  all  intermediate 
points:  From  junction  Interstate  fflgh- 
way  10  and  Arizona  Highway  287,  over 
Arizona  Highway  287  (also  portion  Ari¬ 
zona  Highway  87).  to  junction  U.S. 
Highway  80  (also  portion  U.S.  Highway 
89),  and  return  over  tee  same  route;  (6> 
Between  jimction  Interstate  Highway  10 
and  Arizona  Highway  387  and  junction 
Arizona  Highway  87,  serving  all  inter¬ 
mediate  points:  From  junction  Inter¬ 
state  Highway  10  and  Arizona  Highway 
387,  over  Arizona  Highway  387  to  junc- 
ti(xi  Arizona  Highway  387  and  Arizona 
Highway  87  and  return  over  tee  same 
route;  serving  as  off-route  points,  points 
in  Pima  County,  Ariz.,  east  of  tee  Papago 
Indian  Reservation,  points  in  Pinal 
County.  Ariz.,  and  points  in  Maricopa 
County.  Ariz. 

Note. — Common  Ck>ntrol  may  be  involved. 
If  a  healing  la  deemed  neceeaary,  applicant 
requeata  It  be  held  at  San  Rranclaco  and  Loe 
Angelea,  Calif.,  and  Phoenix  and  Tucaon. 
Ariz. 

No.  MC  59583  (Sub-No.  161),  filed 
AprU  18.  1977.  Applicant:  THE  MASON. 
AND  DIXON  LINES,  INCX>RPORATED. 
Eastman  Road,  P.O.  Box  969,  KingsfXMri, 
Tennessee  37662.  Apidlcant’s  reimsenta- 
tive;  Kim  D.  Mann.  Suite  1010,  7101  Wis- 
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consin  Avenue,  Washington,  D.C.  20014. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  com- 
mon  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  regu¬ 
lar  routes,  transporting:  General  com¬ 
modities  (except  those  of  uniisual  vailue, 
(Hasses  A  an(i  B  explosives,  household 
goods  as  defined  by  the  Ccnnmisslon, 
conunodities  in  bulk,  those  requiring 
special  equipment),  serving  the  plant- 
site  and  facilities  of  S.  S.  Kresge  Com¬ 
pany  Distribution  Center  in  Coweta 
County,  Georgia,  as  an  off-route  point 
in  connection  with  applicant’s  author¬ 
ized  regrular-route  operations. 

Note. — Common  control  may  be  Involved. 
If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary,  applicant 
requests  that  It  be  held  at  Altanta,  Georgia 
or  Washington,  D.C. 

No.  MC  71902  (Sub-NO;  85),  filed 
March  21.  1977.  Applicant:  UNITE3> 
TRANSPORTS,  INC.,  4900  North  Santa 
Pe,  P.O.  Box  18547,  Oklahoma  CHty,  Okla. 
73118.  Applicant’s  representative:  John 
R.  Sims.  Jr.,  425-13th  Street.  NW..  915 
Pennsylvania  Building,  Washington, 
D.C.  20004.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting:  New 
motor  vehicles,  in  initial  movements,  in 
truckaway  service,  from  the  plantsite  or 
facilities  of  the  Chrysler  Corporation  lo¬ 
cated  at  or  near  Belvidere,  ni.,  to  points 
in  Oklahoma,  Texas  and  New  Mexico. 

Note. — Common  control  may  be  Involved. 
If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary,  the  appli¬ 
cant  requests  It  be  held  at  either  Detroit, 
Mich.,  or  Washington,  D.C. 

No.  MC  76032  (Sub-No.  326),  filed 
March  30,  1977.  AppUcant:  NAVAJO 
FREIGHT  LINES,  INC.,  1205  South 
Platte  River  Drive,  Denver,  Colo.  80223. 
Applicant’s  representative :  Eldon  E. 
Bresee  (Same  address  as  applicant) .  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  regular 
routes,  transporting:  General  commodi¬ 
ties  (except  those  of  unusual  value, 
household  goods  as  defined  by  the  Com¬ 
mission,  commodities  in  bulk,  and  those 
requiring  special  equipment) :  Sert’ing 
the  Palo  Verde  Nuclear  Generating 
Plantsite,  located  at  or  near  Wintersburg 
(Maricopa  County) ,  Ariz.,  as  an  off -route 
point  in  connection  with  carrier’s  regular 
route  operations. 

Note. — Common  contrcd  may  be  Involved. 
If  a  hearing  la  deemed  necessary,  appUcant 
requests  It  be  held  at  Phoenix,  Arlz.,  or  Dmi- 
ver,  Colo. 

No.  MC  78118  (Sub-No.  31).  filed 
March  30,  1977.  Applicant:  W.  H. 
JOHNS.  INC.,  35  Wltmer  Road.  Lan¬ 
caster,  Pa.  17602.  Apidicant’s  representa¬ 
tive:  (Hiristian  V.  Graf,  407  North  Front 
Street,  Harrisburg,  Pa.  17101.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Canned  and  preserved 
foodstuffs.  fixMn  the  plantsite  and  ship¬ 
ping  facilities  of  Heinz  U.S~A.,  Division 
of  H.  J.  Heinz  Company  located  at  Fre¬ 
mont  and  Toledo.  Ohio,  to  points  in 
Pomsylvania  on.  and  east  of  UB.  High¬ 
way  220,  p(^ts  in  D^ware,  Maryland, 
New  Jersey.  Virginia  and  the  pis^ict  of 
Columbia,  restricted  to  traffic  originat¬ 


ing  at  the  named  origins  and  destined 
to  the  named  destinatkms. 

Note. — It  a  hearing  la  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  it  be  held  with  simi¬ 
lar  applications  at  elth«r  Washington,  D.C. 
or  Harrisburg,  Pa. 

No.  MC  80430  (Sub-No.  162),  filed 
April  25,  1977.  Appliaant:  GA’TEWAY 
’TRANSPORTATION  CO..  INC.,  455 
Park  Plaza  Drive,  La  Crosse,  Wisconsin 
54601.  Applicant’s  representative:  F.  Neil 
Aschemeyer  (Same  address  as  Apj^- 
cant) .  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
regular  routes,  transporting:  General 
commodities  (except  those  of  unusual 
value.  Classes  A  and  B  explosives,  house¬ 
hold  goods  as  defined  by  the  Commis¬ 
sion,  commodities  in  bulk,  and  those  re¬ 
quiring  special  equipment),  sowing  the 
plantsite  and  other  facilities  of  the  John 
Deere  Company  at  or  near  Cony^, 
Georgia,  as  an  off -route  point  in  connec¬ 
tion  with  aE^licant’s  authorized  regular 
route  operations.  Restriction:  ’The  serv¬ 
ice  proix)sed  Immediately  above  is  sub¬ 
ject  to  the  following  conditions:  Said  (h>- 
erations  are  restricted  against  the  trans¬ 
portation  of  traffic  originating  at  the 
facilities  of  the  John  Deere  Company  at 
or  near  Conyers,  Georgia  and  destined  to 
or  interlined  at  Atlanta,  Georgia.  Said 
operations  are  restricted  against  the 
transportation  of  traffic  originating  at 
Atlanta,  Georgia  and  destined  to  or  in¬ 
terlined  at  the  facilities  of  the  J<rfm 
Deere  ComE>any  at'  or  near  Conyers, 
Georgia. 

Note. — Common  control  may  be  Involved. 
If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary,  the  appli¬ 
cant  requests  it  be  held  at  Atlanta,  Georgia. 

No.  MC  82492  (Sub-No.  149),  filed 
March  17,  1977.  AppUcant:  MICHIGAN 
&  NEBRASKA  ’TRANSIT  CO.,  INC.,  2109 
Olmstead  Road,  P.O.  Box  2853,  Kalama¬ 
zoo.  Mich.  49003.  Applicant’s  representa¬ 
tive:  WilUam  C.  Harris  (Same  address 
as  appUcant) .  Authority  sought  to  oper¬ 
ate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehi¬ 
cle,  over  irregular  rout^,  transporting: 
Meats,  meat  products,  meat  by-products^ 
and  articles  distributed  by  meat  pack¬ 
inghouses.  as  described  in  Sections  A  and 
C  of  Appendix  I  to  the  report  in  Descrip¬ 
tions  in  Motor  Carrier  Certificates.  61 
M.C.C.  209  and  766  (except  hides  and 
commodities  in  bulk),  from  St.  Joseph. 
Mo.,  to  points  in  Indiana,  Kentucky, 
Michigan  and  Ohio. 

Note. — ^If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  either 
Kansas  City,  Mo.,  or  Omaha,  Nebr. 

No.  MC  82492  (Sub-No.  152),  filed 
April  20.  1977.  AppUcant:  MICHIGAN  & 
NEBRASKA  TRANSIT  CO.,  INC.,  2109 
Olmstead  Road.  P.O.  Box  2853,  Kalama¬ 
zoo,  Mich.  49003.  AppUcant’s  representa¬ 
tive:  WUliam  C.  Harris  (same  address  as 
appUcant).  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  v^icle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Paper  and  paper  produets,  from  Chagrin 
Fails,  Ohio,  to  points  in  Illinois.  Indiana, 
Iowa,  Michigan  and  MissourL 

Note. — ^If  s  bearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  either  Cleve¬ 
land,  Ohio,  or  Washington,  D.C> 


No.  MC  82492  (Sub-NO.  153),  filed 
April  20.  1977.  AppUcant:  MICHIGAN  b 
NEBRASKA  TRANSIT  CO..  INC.,  2109 
Olmstead  Road,  P.O.  Box  2853,  Kalama¬ 
zoo,  Mich.  49003.  An^icant’s  representa¬ 
tive:  WUliam  C.  Harris  (same  siddress  as 
applicant) .  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting:  (1) 
Petroleum  and  petroluem  products,  in 
containers,  and  (2)  paper  products,  uni¬ 
forms  and  such  commodities  as  are  dealt 
in  by  automotive  service  craters  when 
transported  with  the  commodities  in  (1) 
above,  from  Cincinnati,  OH,  to  points  in 
Chicago,  nUnois;  Indians^Us,  Indiana; 
St.  Louis  and  Kansas  (Hty,  Missouri; 
MUwaukee,  Wisconsin,  and  points  in 
their  commercial  zraes  as  defined  by  the 
Commission. 

Note. — ^If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Washington, 
DC. 

No.  MC  83217  (Sub-No.  73).  filed 
March  24.  1977.  AppUcant:  DAKOTA 
EXPRESS.  INC.,  550  East  Fifth  Street 
South,  South  St.  Paul.  Minn.  55075.  Ap¬ 
pUcant’s  representative:  Samuel  Ruben- 
stein,  301  North  Fifth  Street,  Minneap¬ 
olis.  Minn.  55403.  Authority  sought  to 
(K>erate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transpcHl- 
ing:  Meats,  meat  products,  meat  by¬ 
products,  and  articles  distributed  by  meat 
packinghouses,  as  described  in  Section  A 
and  C  of  Appradix  I  to  the  report  in  De¬ 
scriptions  in  Motor  Carrier  Certificates, 
61  M.C.C,- 209  and  766  (except  hides  and 
commodities  in  bulk),  (1)  from  points 
in  the  United  States  (except  Alaska  and 
HawaU) ,  to  the  p<Kts  of  entry  on  the  In- 
tematiraal  Boundary  line  between  the 
United  States  and  Canada,  located  at  or 
near  Pembina,  N.  Dak.,  and  Noyes,  Minn., 
on  traffic  destined  to  Winnipeg,  Mani¬ 
toba.  Canada;  and  (2)  from  the  ports  of 
entry  on  the  International  Boimdary 
line  between  the  United  States  and  Can¬ 
ada,  located  at  or  near  Pembina,  N. 
Dak.,  and  Noyes,  Minn.,  to  points  in  the 
United  States  (except  Alaska  and  Ha¬ 
waU)  .  cm  traffic  originating  at  Winnipeg. 
Manitoba,  Canada. 

Note. — Common  control  may  be  Involved. 
If  a  bearing  la  deemed  neceaaary,  applicant 
requests  it  be  held  at  either  Minneapolis  or 
St.  Paul,  Minn. 

No.  MC  83539  (Sub-No.  456).  filed 
March  24,  1977.  AimUcant:  C  b  H 
TRANSPORTA’nON  CO..  INC.,  1936— 
2010  West  Commerce  Street,  P.O.  Box 
5976,  DaUas,  ’Tex.  75222.  AppUcant’s 
representative:  Ihomas  E.  James  (same 
address  as  appUcant) .  Auth(»1ty  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  tra^port- 
ing:  (1)  Materials,  machinery,  equip¬ 
ment.  and  supplies  (except  commocUties 
in  bulk)  used  in  the  manufacture  and 
distribution  of  contractors’  construction; 
(2)  mining  machinery,  equipment  and 
parts,  from  points  in  tte  United  States, 
including  Alaska,  but  excluding  Hawaii 
to  the  faciUtles  of  Bucsrrus-Brie  (H>.,  lo¬ 
cated  at  Pocatello,  Idaho. 

Note. — Common  oontrcd  may  be  involved. 
If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary,  the  apptt- 
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cant  requests  It  be  brtd  at  either  Salt  Lake 
City,  Utah  or  Washington.  D.C. 

No.  MC  83835  (^b-No.  139),  filed 
March  28,  1977.  Applicant:  WALES 
TRANSPORTATION,  INC.,  P.O.  Box 
6186,  Dallas,  Tex.  75222.  Applicant’s 
representative:  James  W.  Hightower.  136 
Wynnewood  Professional  Building, 
Dallas,  Tex.  75224.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  trsinsport- 
ing:  Aluminum  and  aluminum  scrap,  be¬ 
tween  the  facilities  of  Texas  Reduction 
Corp.,  located  at  or  near  Nanvri,  Tex., 
on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  in  Alabama.  Arkansas,  Illinois. 
Indiana,  Kansas,  Kentucky,  Louisiana, 
Mississippi,  Missouri,  Ohio,  Oklahoma, 
and  Tennessee. 

Not*. — a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  either  Dallas 
or  Houston,  Tex. 

No.  MC  93235  (Sub-No.  10).  filed 
March  31,  1977.  Applicant:  INDIANA 
TRUCKING,  me.,  6500  Industrial  High¬ 
way,  Gary,  Ind.  46406.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  R.  D.  Besser  (Same  address 
as  s^pllcant).  Authority  sought  to  op¬ 
erate  as  a  contract  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Adhesives,  gypsum  and  gypsum 
products,  building  materials,  lime,  fabri¬ 
cated  metal  products,  paint  and  paint 
products,  and  such  materials  as  are  used 
in  the  manufacture,  installation  and  dis- 
tributiem  thereof,  between  the  facilities 
of  the  United  States  Gypsum  Company, 
located  In  Ckx>k  County,  IlL  and  Lake 
County,  Ind.,  on  the  one  hand,  and.  on 
the  other,  points  in  Indiana,  Illinois. 
Kentucky,  Michigan,  Ohio  and  Wiscem- 
sln.  undu'  a  continuing  contract,  or  cim- 
tracts,  with  United  States  Gypsiun 
Company. 

Not*. — ^If  s  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  It  be  hrtd  at  Chicago, 
lU. 

No.  MC  93840  (Sub-No.  28),  filed: 
March  31, 1977.  Applicant:  W.  W.  GLEBS, 
dba  GleM  Bros.,  P.O.  Box  216,  Blue 
Grass,  Iowa  52726.  Applicant’s  RetH-e- 
sentative:  Larry  D.  Knox,  900  Hubbell 
Building,  Des  Moines,  Iowa  50309.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  gypsum,  crushed, 
crude,  ground,  or  pulverized  in  bulk  in 
dump  equipment,  from  Marion  County, 
Iowa,  to  the  plantsite  of  the  Marquette 
Cement  Company,  at  near  Oglesby, 
Illinois. 

Not*. — If  a  bearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Des  Moines, 
Iowa  or  St.  Louis,  Missouri. 

No.  MC  94350  (Sub-No.  385),  filed 
March  29.  1977.  Applicant:  TRANSIT 
HOMES,  me.,  P.O.  Box  1628,  Greenville. 
S.C.  29602.  Applicant’s  representative: 
Mitchell  King.  Jr.  (same  address  as  ap¬ 
plicant)  .  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Double¬ 
wide  mobile  homes,  in  secondary  move¬ 
ments,  from  points  in  Alabama,  Georgia, 
M^lssippl,  North  Carolina  and  South 
(Carolina,  to  points  In  the  United  States, 
including  Alaska  but  excluding  Hawaii. 


Not*. — C(xnmon  oontrol  may  be  involved. 
If  a  bearing  Is  deemed  neceeeary,  the  appli¬ 
cant  requests  It  be  held  at  Columbia.  S.C.  and 
Mobile,  Ala. 

No.  MC-64430  Sub  No.  41.  filed  Apill 
27.  1977.  Applicant:  WEISS  TRUCKmG 
<X)MPANY.  me.,  P.O.  Box  7,  Mongo, 
Indiana  46771.  Applicant’s  representa¬ 
tive:  James  R.  Stiverson,  1396  West  Fifth 
Avenue,  Columbus,  Ohio  43212.  Author¬ 
ity  sought  to  (H>erate  as  a  common  car¬ 
rier.  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Plastic  and  wood 
moldings,  from  Middlebury,  Indiana,  to 
points  in  the  United  States,  except  Alas¬ 
ka  and  Hawaii. 

Not*. — If  a  hearing  U  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  Detroit. 
Michigan,  or  Washington,  D.C.  Common  con¬ 
trol  may  be  Involved. 

No.  MC  95920  (Sub-No.  46).  filed 
March  10,  1977.  Applicant:  SANTRY 
TRUCKmG  COMPANY,  a  corporation, 
11552  S.W.  Pacific  Highway.  Portland. 
Ore'g.  97223.  Applicant’s  representative: 
CJeorge  R.  LaBissoniere,  1100  Norton 
Building.  Seattle,  Wash.  98104.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  contract  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  Irregular  routes, 
transpenting:  Magnesium  oxide  and  cal¬ 
cined  magnesite,  in  containers,  from 
Gabbs,  Nev.,  to  the  Port  of  Entry  on  the 
International  Boundary  Line  between 
the  United  States  and  CTanada  located  at 
or  near  Blaine,  Wash.,  restricted  to  traf¬ 
fic  destined  to  the  Province  of  British 
Columbia,  Canada,  under  a  continuing 
contract  or  contracts  with  Van  Waters 
&  Rogers.  Ltd. 

Not*. — If  s  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  Seattle, 
Wash. 

No.  MC  96938  (Sub-No.  3) ,  filed  March 
29,  1977.  Applicant:  ARKANSAS  'TRAN¬ 
SIT  HOMES,  me..  8400  Mabelvale  Pike. 
Lit  tie  Rock,  Ark.  72209.  Applicant’s  rep- 
res«itatlve:  Harold  G.  Hem]^,  Jr..  118 
North  St.  Ast^  Street,  Alexandria.  Va. 
22314.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  rout^,  transporting:  (1) 
Trailers,  designed  to  be  drawn  by  pas¬ 
senger  automobiles  (except  travel  trail¬ 
ers  and  recreational  vehicles) .  and 
buildings,  in  sections  (except  prefabri¬ 
cated  buildings,  in  initial  movements, 
from  points  in  Arkansas,  to  points  in 
Oklahoma,  Texas,  Louisiana,  Biississlppl 
and  Tennessee;  and  (2)  trailers,  de¬ 
signed  to  be  drawn  by  passenger  auto¬ 
mobiles  (except  travel  trailer  and  recre¬ 
ational  vehicles),  and  buildings,  in  sec¬ 
tions  (except  prefabricated  buildings), 
in  secondary  movements,  from  points  in 
Texas,  Louisiana  and  Mississippi,  to 
points  in  Arkansas. 

Not*. — If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  Little 
Rock.  Ark.,  Memphis,  Tenn.  or  Washington, 
D.C. 

No.  MC  103051  (Sub-No.  394),  filed 
March  24,  1977.  Applicant:  FLEET 

’TRANSPORT  COMPANY,  mC.,  934, 
44th  Avenue,  North,  P.O.  Box  90408, 
Nashville,  Tenn.  37209.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  Russ^  E.  Stone  (same  ad¬ 
dress  as  applicant) .  Authority  sought  to 


operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vtiiicle,  ova*  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Liquid  <trsenic  acid,  in  bulk,  in  tank 
vehicles,  from  Bonham.  Tex.,  to  Conley. 
Oa. 

Not*. — If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  either 
Atlanta,  Oa.,  or  Nashville,  Tenn. 

No.  MC  103993  (Sub-No.  886),  filed 
March  28.  1977.  Applicant:  MORGAN 
DRIVE  AWAY,  INC.,  28651  U.S.  20  West. 
Elkhart.  Ind.  46514.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  James  B.  Buda  (same  address 
as  applicant) .  Authority  sought  to  oper¬ 
ate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  (1)  Traders  and  trailer  chassis 
(except  those  designed  to  be  drawn  by 
peusenger  automobiles) .  in  initial  move¬ 
ments,  and  containers  and  cargo  con¬ 
tainers  from  points  in  Dauphin  County. 
Pa.,  to  points  in  the  United  States  (er- 
cept  Alaska  and  Hawaii) ;  and  (2) 
trailer  and  trailer  chtissis  (except  those 
designed  to  be  drawn  by  passenger  auto¬ 
mobiles).  in  secondary  movements  be¬ 
tween  points  in  Dauphin  County,  Pa.,  on 
the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points 
in  the  United  States  (except  Alaska  and 
Hawaii). 

Not*. — If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  Detroit, 
Mich. 

No.  MC  103993  (Sub-No.  889),  filed 
April  25,  1977.  Applicant:  MORGAN 
DRIVE-AWAY,  INC.,  28641  US.  20 
West,  Elkhart,  Indiana  46514.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representatives:  Paul  D.  Borghe- 
sani,  28651  U.S.  20  West,  Elkhart.  Indi¬ 
ana  46514.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting : 
trailers,  semitrailers,  and  trailer  chassis, 
other  than  those  designed  to  be  drawn 
by  passenger  automobiles,  in  initial  and 
secondary  movements  in  truckaway 
service  between  Murfreesboro.  Tennes¬ 
see,  on  the  one  hand,  and  (m  the  otha:, 
to  points  in  the  United  States  (except 
Alaska  and  Hawaii). 

Not*. — If  a  bearing  la  deemed  necessary. 
Applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Minneapolis, 
Minnesota. 

No.  MC  103993  (Sub-No.  890),  filed 
AprU  25.  1977.  AppUcant:  MORGAN 
DRIVE-AWAY,  INC.,  28641  U.S.  20  West. 
Elkhart.  Indiana  46514.  Applicant’s 
representatives:  Paul  D.  Borghesanl. 
28651  U.S.  20  West.  Elkhart,  Indiana 
46514.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
Irregular  routes,  transporting;  buildings 
and  sections  of  buildings  on  imdercar- 
riages  from  Box  Elder  County,  Utah  to 
points  in  the  United  States  (except 
Alaska  and  Hawaii). 

Note. — ^If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary. 
Applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  Detroit, 
Michigan  or  Chicago,  Illinois. 

No.  MC  104210  (Sub-No.  69).  filed 
March  30. 1977.  Applicant:  THE  TRANS¬ 
PORT  COMPANY,  INC..  5505  Agnes. 
P.O.  Box  4726,  Corpus  Christ!.  Tex.  78408. 
Applicant’s  representative:  Mike  Cotten. 
P.O.  Box  1148,  Austin.  Tex.  71767.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  •  common 
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carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  Irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Sodium  salt  solu¬ 
tions.  In  bulk.  In  tank  vehicles,  from  the 
plantslte  and  storage  facilities  of  Me- 
rlchem  Company,  located  at  Houston, 
Tex.,  to  points  In  Alabama,  Arkansas, 
Florida,  Georgia,  Louisiana,  Mississippi 
and  Oklahoma. 

Note. — a  bearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
the  i^pllcant  requests  It  be  beld  at  either 
Houston  or  Dallas.  Tex. 

No.  MC  105045  (Sub-No.  67),  hied 
March  28,  1977.  Applicant:  R.  L.  JEF¬ 
FRIES  TRUCKING  CO.,  INC.,  P.O.  Box 
3277,  Evansville,  Ind.  47701.  Api^lcant’s 
representative:  Paul  F.  Sullivan,  711 
Washington  Bldg.,  Washington,  D.C. 
20005.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  (1) 
Articles,  which  because  of  size  or  weight 
require  the  use  of  special  equipment,  and 
(2)  articles  which  do  not  require  the  use 
of  special  equltnnent  when  moving  on  the 
same  vehicle  and  at  the  same  time  In 
mixed  loads  with  the  ccmunodltles  named 
in  (1)  above,  between  the  plantslte  and 
facilities  of  Rockwell  International,  MGD 
Graphic  Systems  Group  located  at  or 
near  Wyomlsslng  and  Elizabethville,  Pa., 
on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points 
In  the  United  Staes  In  and  east  of  Illi¬ 
nois,  Kentucky,  Mississippi,  Tennessee 
and  Wisconsin,  restricted  to  traffic  orig¬ 
inating  at  or  destined  to  the  above 
named  plantslte  and  facility. 

Non. — a  bearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
tbe  applicant  requests  it  be  beld  at  either 
Pittsburgh,  Pa.  or  Washington,  D.C. 

No.  MC  105045  (Sub-No.  68),  fUed 
April  27,  1977.  AppUcant:  R.  L.  JEF¬ 
FRIES  TRUCKING  CO.,  INC.,  1020 
Poinsylvanla  Street,  Evansville,  IN 
47701.  Applicant’s  representative:  Paul 
F.  Sullivan,  711  Washington  Building, 
Washington,  D.C.  20005.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  Irregular  routes, 
transporting:  iron  and  steel  and  Iron  and 
steel  articles  from  Himtington,  W.  Va., 
to  pointy  In  and  east  of  North  Dakota, 
South  D^ota,  Nebraska,  Kansas,  Okla¬ 
homa,  and  Texas,  restricted  to  traffic 
originating  at  the  plant  site  and  other 
faculties  of  Connors  Steel  Company,  Inc., 
Huntington,  W,  Va. 

Note. — a  bearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  that  it  be  beld  at  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C.,  or  Charleston,  W.  Va.  Applicant 
also  states  that  it  presently  bolds  so-called 
size-and-weight  authority  between  points  in 
West  Virginia,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  tbe 
other,  points  in  various  States. 

No.  MC  105566  (Sub-No.  138),  filed 
April  25,  1977.  AppUcant:  SAM  TANKS- 
LEY  TRUCKING,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  1119, 
Cape  Girardeau,  Mo.  63701.  Ai^Ucant’s 
Representative:  Thomas  F.  Kilroy,  Suite 
406  Springfield  Executive  BuUding,  6901 
Old  Keene  Mill  Road,  Springfield,  Vir¬ 
ginia  22150.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  Irregular  routes,  transporting  food¬ 
stuffs.  plastic  articles,  and  rubber  attics 
from  the  lUantslte  and  storage  faculties 
of  (H*  utilized  by  Ross  Laboratories,  Divi¬ 
sion  of  Abbott  Laboratcxles,  located  at 


or  near  Sturgis,  Michigan  to  points  In 
Arizona,  California,  Colorado,  Idaho, 
Montana,  Nevada,  New  Mexico,  Oregon, 
Texas,  Utah,  Washington,  and  Wyoming. 

Note. — If  a  bearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
the  appUoant  requests  that  It  be  held  at 
Washington,  D.C. 

No.  MC  105566  (Sub-No.  139),  filed 
AprU  25,  1977.  AmiUcant:  SAM  TANKS- 
LEY  TRUCKING,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  1119, 
Cape  Girardeau,  Mo.  63701.  AppUcant’s 
Representative:  Thomas  F.  Kilroy,  Suite 
406  Springfield  Executive  BuUding,  6901 
Old  Keene  MUl  Road,  Springfield,  Vir¬ 
ginia  22150.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
printed  matter  from  Corinth,  Miss.,  and 
Dresden,  Tenn.,  to  aU  points  In  Colorado 
with  service  limited  to  the  deUvor  of  a 
shipment,  the  remainder  of  which  Is 
moving  to  a  point  beyond  Colorado. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  that  it  be  held  at 
Wasbli^ton,  D.C. 

No.  MC  105566  (Sub-No.  140),  filed 
April  25,  1977.  Applicant:  SAM  TANKS- 
LEY  TRUCKING,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  1119, 
Cape  Girardeau,  Mo.  63701.  AppUcant’s 
Representative:  Thomas  F.  KUroy,  Suite 
406  Springfield  Executive  BuUding,  6901 
Old  Keene  MUl  Road,  Springfield,  Vir¬ 
ginia  22150.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
household  appliances  including  gas  or 
electric  ranges,  ovens  or  surface  cocking 
units,  gas  or  electric;  dishwashing  ma¬ 
chines;  garbage  disposal  units;  stove 
parts;  household  t}rpe  compactors; 
microwave  ovens;  ho<^s;  cooUng  boxes 
or  refrigerators  and  cooUng  and  freezing 
combined;  dishwasher  parts;  and  refrig¬ 
erator  parts  from  Mansfield,  Ohio,  Nash- 
vUle,  Tenn.,  Springfield,  Tenn.,  Murray, 
Ky.,  and  Dalton,  Oa.,  to  aU  points  In 
Arizona,  California,  Colorado,  Idaho, 
Montana,  Nevada,  New  Mexico,  Oregon, 
Utah,  Washington,  and  Wyoming. 

Note. — ^If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  that  it  be  held  at 
Washington,  D.C. 

No.  MC  105566  (Sub-No.  141),  filed 
AprU  25,  1977.  AppUcant:  SAM  TANKS- 
LEY  TRUCKING,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  lli9. 
Cape  Girardeau,  Mo.  63701.  AppUcant’s 
Representative:  Thomas  F.  KUroy,  Suite 
406  Springfield  Executive  BuUding,  6901 
Old  Keene  MUl  Road,  Springfield,  Vir¬ 
ginia  22150.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
printed  matter  from  Carlstadt,  New 
Jersey  to  points  in  Arizona,  California, 
Colorado,  Idaho,  Montana,  Nevada,  New 
Mexico,  Oregon,  Utah,  Washington,  and 
Wyoming. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
the  ^jpllcant  requests  that  It  he  held  at 
Washington,  D.C. 

No.  MC  106603  (Sub-No.  153),  filed 
AprU  22,  1977.  Ai^Ulcantr  DIRECT 
TRANSIT  LINES,  INC.,  200  Colraln 
Street,  SW..  Grand  Rapids,  Michigan 
49508.  AppUcant’s  representative:  Martin 


J.  Leavitt,  22375  Haggerty  Road,  P.O. 
Box  400,  NorthvUle,  Michigan  48167.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Refractories  and 
refractory  products  fixKn  Audrain 
County,  Missouri,  to  points  In  Michigan 
(except  the  faculties  (rf  MueUer  Brass  at 
Port  Huron),  and  Wisconsin. 

Note. — Applicant  holds  motor  contract 
carrier  jauthorlty  in  Permit  No.  46240 'and 
therefore  dual  opMations  may  be  involved. 
Oocnmon  control  may  be  involved.  If  a  hear¬ 
ing  la  deemed  necessary,  applicant  requests 
that  it  be  held  at  Chicago  Illinois;  Detroit, 
Michigan;  or  Washington,  D.C. 

No.  MC  107002  (Sub-No.  500),  filed 
March  30,  1977.  AppUcant:  MILL£R 
TRANSPORTERS,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  1123 
(UJ3.  Highway  80  West),  Jacks<m,  Miss. 
39205.  Apidlcant’s  representative:  John 
J.  Borth,  P.O.  Box  8573,  Battlefield  Sta¬ 
tion,  Jackson,  Miss.  39204.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Insecticides,  Uquld,  in  bulk 
In  tank  vehicles,  from  Becker,  Miss.,  to 
points  in  Alabama,  Arkansas,  Florida, 
Georgia,  Louisiana,  North  Carolina, 
South  Carolina,  Tennessee,  and  Texas. 

Non. — It  s  hearing  1b  deemed  neoeasary, 
the  appUcant  requeato  It  be  beld  at  either 
Jackaon,  Miss.,  or  Atlanta,  Oa. 

No.  MC  107295  (Sub  No.  848),  filed 
AprU  21,  1977.  AppUcant:  PRE-FAB 
TRANSIT  CO.,  a  Corporation,  100  South 
Main  Street,  Farmer  City.  HI.  61842.  Ap¬ 
pUcant’s  represaitatlve:  Mack  Stephen- 
S(m,  42  Fox  MUl  Lane.  Springfield,  HI. 
62707.  Authmity  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle  over 
irregular  routes,  transpfu'ting:  steel  door 
frames  and  iron  or  steel  doors,  from 
Brooklim,  New  York,  to  points  in  Colo¬ 
rado,  n(x1da,  Georgia,  Kansas,  Ken¬ 
tucky,  Nebraska  and  South  Carolina. 

Non. — If  a  hearing  Ib  deemed  neceasary, 
iq>pUoant  requests  that  it  be  beld  in  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C. 

No.  MC  107403  (Sub-No.  1009),  filed 
AprU  17,  1977.  AppUcant:  MATLACK, 
INC.,  T«i  West  Baltimore  Avenue.  Lans- 
downe.  Pa.  19050.  AppUcant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Martin. C.  H3mes.  Jr.  (same 
address  as  aiH>Ucant) .  Authority  sought 
to  {Hierate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Liquid  Chemicals,  in  bulk,  in  tank 
vehicles.  Prom:  Balnbridge,  New  York. 
To:  points  in  Rhode  Island,  New  Hamp¬ 
shire,  Vermont,  Maine,  Massachusetts, 
Delaware  and  the  District  of  Columbia. 

Non. — Common  control  may  be  Involved. 
If  a  hearing  is  deemed  neoesaary,  tbe  iq>pll- 
cant  requests  It  be  held  at  Washington,  D.C. 

No.  MC  107403,  (Sub-No.  1010),  filed 
AprU  21.  1977.  AppUcant:  MA'TLACK, 
INC.,  Ten  West  Baltimore  Avenue,  Lans- 
downe.  Pa.  19050.  Applicant’s  representa¬ 
tive:  Martin  C.  Hynes,  Jr.  (same  address 
as  above).  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  over  Irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Sodium  Sulfate 
(salt  cake),  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles, 
from  Nltro,  West  Virginia,  to  Baltimore, 
Maryland. 
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Note. — Common  control  m»y  be  Involved. 
If  a  healing  U  deemed  neceaeary.  the  appU* 
cant  requeata  It  be  held  at  Waahlngton,  D.C. 

No.  MC  107403,  (Sub-No.  1011),  filed 
AprU  21,  1977.  Applicant:  MATLACK, 
INC.,  Ten  West  Baltimore  Avenue,  Lans- 
downe.  Pa.  19050.  Applicant’s  representa¬ 
tive:  Martin  C.  Hynes,  Jr.  (same  address 
as  above).  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Reclaiming  Oil,  in 
bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  from  Lorain, 
Ohio,  to  toe  plant  site  of  Motor  Oils 
Refining  at  or  near  Lyons,  Illinois. 

Note. — Common  control  may  be  Involved. 
If  a  hearing  la  deemed  necessary,  the  appli¬ 
cant  requests  It  be  held  at  Washington,  D.C. 

No.  MC  107460  (Sub-No.  64).  filed 
March  28,  1977.  Applicant:  WILLIAM  Z. 
GETZ,  INC.,  3055  Yellow  Goose  Road, 
Lancaster,  Pa.  17601.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Donald  D.  Shipley  (same 
address  as  applicant).  Autoorl^  sought 
to  operate  as  a  contract  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Accessories,  parts,  materials  and 
supplies  (except  ccmunoditles  in  bulk) 
used  in  toe  manufauiture,  repair, 
assembly  and  distribution  of  agricultural 
machinery,  implements  and  components 
thereof,  (a)  frwn  points  in  Connecticut, 
Illinois.  Indiana.  Iowa,  Kentucky,  Mas¬ 
sachusetts.  Michigan,  Minnesota,  Mis¬ 
souri.  New  York,  Ohio,  Pennsylvania. 
Tennessee,  Wisconsin,  and  from  toe 
plantsites  of  toe  Sperry  Rand  Corpo¬ 
ration,  New  Holland  Dlvlsicm.  located  at 
or  near  Grand  Island  and  Lexington. 
Nebr.,  to  toe  plantslte  on  toe  Sperry 
Rand  Corporation,  New  Holland  Division, 
located  at  or  near  Fowler,  Calif.;  and 
(b)  from  toe  plantslte  of  toe  Sperry 
Rand  CTorporation,  •  New  Holland  Dlvl- 
slmi.  located  at  or  near  Fowler,  Calif., 
to  toe  plantsites  of  toe  Sperry  Rand 
Corporation.  New  Holland  Divlslcm. 
located  at  or  near  Grand  Island  and 
Lexington.  Nebr..  under  a  continuing 
contract,  or  contracts,  with  Sperry  Rand 
CorpMatimi,  New  Holland  Division. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  neceosary, 
the  applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  either 
Washington.  D.C.  or  Harrisburg,  Pa. 

No.  MC  107515  (Sub-No.  1069).  filed 
March  30,  1977.  Applicant:  REFRIGER¬ 
ATED  ’TRANSPORT  CO..  INC.,  P.O.  Box 
308,  Forest  Park,  Ga.  30050.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Alan  E.  Serby,  3379 
Peachtree  Road.  N K.,  Suite  375,  Atlanta, 
Ga.  30326.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  Irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Meats,  meat  products,  and  meat  by- 
products,  as  described  in  Section  A  of 
Appendix  I  to  toe  report  in  Descriptions 
in  Motor  Carrier  Certi/lcates,  61  M.C.C. 
209  and  766,  in  vehicles  equipped  with 
mechanical  refrigeration,  from  the 
plantslte  and  warehouse  facilities  of 
Spencer  Foods.  Inc.,  located  at  Spencer, 
Hartley  and  Ft.  Dodge.  Iowa,  and  Fre¬ 
mont  and  SchiQder.  Nebr^  to  points  in 
Connecticut,  Ddawmre,  Ifataie,  Mary¬ 
land.  Massachusetts.  New  Hampshire, 
New  Jeney.  New  York.  Pcnnsyivanla. 
Rhode  Island.  Virginia,  and  the  District 
of  Columbia. 


Note. — Applicant  controls  Refrigerated 
Transport,  Inc.,  which  has  contract  carrier 
authority  In  MC  13«43«  and  suba  thoeunder, 
therefore  dual  operations  may  be  Involved. 
If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary,  applicant 
requests  It  be  held  at  Minneapolis,  Minn.,  or 
Chicago,  Ill. 

No.  MC  107544  (Sub-No.  135).  filed 
March  22.  1977.  Applicant:  LEMMON 
TRANSPORT  COMPANY,  INCORPO¬ 
RATED,  P.O.  Box  580,  Marion.  Va.  24354. 
Applicant’s  representative:  E.  Stephen 
Heisley,  666  Eleventh  Street,  NW.,  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C.  20001.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transpiort- 
ing:  Ground,  pulverized  and  crushed 
limestone,  silica  sand  materials,  and  pre¬ 
mised  materials,  from  Buchanan,  Va., 
to  pxiints  in  Kentucky,  Maryland,  North 
Carolina,  South  Carolina,  Tennessee. 
Virginia.  West  Virginia  and  toe  District 
of  Columbia. 

Note. — Applicant  holds  contract  carrier 
authority  In  MC  113959  and  subs  thereunder, 
therefore  dual  operations  may  be  Involved. 
If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary,  the  appli¬ 
cant  requests  It  be  held  at  either  Roanoke, 
Va.  or  Washington,  D.C. 

No.  MC  108046  (Sub  No.  8) ,  filed  April 
21,  1977.  Applicant:  CURATGLA  BROS. 
TRUCKING.  INC.,  180  Atlantic  Avenue. 
Garden  City  Pvk.  N.Y.  11040.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  Edward  M.  Al- 
fano..550  Mamaitmeck  Avenue,  Harri¬ 
son,  N.Y.  10580.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  contract  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transpiort- 
ing:  Such  merchandise  as  is  dealt  in  by 
retail  depiartment  stores,  between  all 
points  in  New  Jersey,  New  York,  N.Y^ 
Nassau,  Suffolk,  and  Westchester  Coun¬ 
ties,  N.Y.  Restriction:  ’The  operations 
authorized  herein  are  limited  to  a  trans- 
piortation  service  to  be  performed,  imder 
a  continuing  contract  or  contracts,  with 
Abraham  and  Straus,  a  Division  of  Fed¬ 
erated  Department  Stores,  Inc. 

Note. — Applicant  states  that  It  holds  au¬ 
thority  to  serve  Abraham  and  Straus,  a  Di¬ 
vision  of  Federated  Department  Stores,  Inc., 
which  partially  duplicates  the  authority 
sought.  Applicant  consents  to  the  revoca¬ 
tion  of  Its  present  duplicating  authority 
contained  In  Permit  MC  108046  (Sub  No.  6). 
If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary,  the  appli¬ 
cant  requests  that  It  be  held  at  New  York, 
N.Y. 

MC  108119  (Sub-No.  58).  filed  March 
31.  1977.  Applicant:  E.  •L.  MURPHY 
TRUCKING  COMPANY,  a  CorporaUon. 
3303  Sibley  Memorial  Highway,  P.O.  Box 
3010,  St.  Paul,  Minnesota  55165.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  Representative:  Andrew  R.  Clark, 
1000  First  National  Bank  Bldg.,  Min¬ 
neapolis,  Minnesota  55402.  AuUuHity 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  trailer-mounted  chippers 
and  debarkers  in  tow-awav  service,  be¬ 
tween  toe  plantslte  and  storage  facilities 
of  Nichols^  Manufacturing  Co.,  located 
in  King  County.  Washington,  on  toe  one 
hand,  and.  on  toe  other,  points  in  toe 
United  States  (except  Alaska  and  Ha¬ 
waii). 

Note. — If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  Seattle, 


Washington.  Common  control  may  be  In¬ 
volved. 

No.  MC  108207  (Sub-No.  458),  filed 
March  31,  1977.  Applicant:  FROZEN 
FCX>D  EXPRESS,  a  Corporation,  318 
Cadiz  Street,  Dallas,  Tex.  75222.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  representative:  J.  B.  Ham 
(Same  address  as  applicant).  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vtoicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Meats,  meat  products, 
meat  by-products,  dairy  products  and 
foodstuffs,  from  St.  Louis,  Mo.  and 
points  in  its  commercial  zone,  to  points 
in  Kansas. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  either 
St.  Liouls,  Mo.  or  Dallas,  Tex. 

No.  MC  109443  (Sub-No.  25)  (Correc¬ 
tion),  filed  March  18,  1977.  Published 
in  toe  Federal  Register  issue  of  May  5. 
1977  as  MC  109433,  and  republished  as 
corrected  this  issue.  Api^cant:  SEA¬ 
BOARD  TANK  LINES,  INC.,  Monahan 
Ave.,  Dunmore,  Pa.  18512.  Applicant’s 
repr^entatlve:  Joseph  F.  Hoary,  121  S. 
Main  St.,  Taylor,  Pa.  18517.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vtoicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Litharge,  dry,  in  bulk, 
from  Dunmore,  Pa.,  to  points  in  CMiio. 

Note. — The  piirpose  of  this  republlcatlon 
Is  to  indicate  applicant’s  correct  docket 
number  is  MC  1094SS  In  lien  ot  IfC  100448, 
as  previously  published.  If  a  hearing  Is 
deemed  necessary,  appUcant  requests  It  be 
b^d  at  Washington,  D.C. 

No.  MC  109612  (Sub-No.  40).  filed 
March  28.  1977.  Api^cant:  LEE  MO'TOR 
LINES,  INC.,  4319  South  Madison. 
Mimcie,  Ind.  47305.  Ap^icant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  Donald  W.  Smith,  Suite 
2465 — One  Indiana  Square.  Indlaniq>- 
olis,  Ind.  46204.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transpwt- 
ing:  Plastic  containers  and  plastic 
articles,  from  Seymour,  Ind.,  to  pctots 
in  Illinois,  Ohio  and  Wisconsin. 

Nor. — ^If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  It  be  hrid  at  either 
Indianapolis,  Ind.,  or  Chicago,  lU. 

No.  MC  109821  (Sub-No.  52),  filed 
March  31, 1977.  Apfrflcant:  H.  W.  TAYN- 
-TON  COMPANY,  INC.,  40  Main  Street, 
WeUsboro,  Pa.  16901.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  Dewey  T.  Whltford  (Same 
address  as  applicant) .  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  mo¬ 
tor  vehicle,  over  Irregular  routes,  trans¬ 
porting:  (1)  Machinery  and  machine 
parts:  (2)  ores  and  ore  concentrates, 
chemicals  and  chemical  compounds, 
oxides,  metallurgical  compounds,  metal 
compounds,  carbide  powder,  and  toe  re¬ 
fined,  smelted,  or  otherwise  pnxessed 
products  of  these  ores  and  derivatives, 
therefrom  including  metals,  metal  parts, 
metal  powder,  billets,  wire,  rods,  pellets, 
sheet,  plate  and  foil,  perforated  sheets, 
coils,  and  electnxles;  (3)  apperture 
masks;  (4)  rare  earths;  (5)  phosphors; 
and  (6)  chemical  mixtures,  and  related 
materials  and  derivatives  and  products 
therefroni.  and  articles  used  In  toe  sale. 
manufacture  and  distribution  thereof, 
(except  in  bulk),  between  the  facilities 
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of  O.T.E.  Sylvania,  Incorporated, 
Chemical  and  Metallurgical  Division,  lo¬ 
cated  at  or  near  Towanda,  Pa.,  on  the 
one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in 
Connecticut,  Indiana,  Kentucky,  Mary¬ 
land,  Massachusetts,  New  Jersey,  New 
York,  Ohio,  Pennsylvania,  Rhode  Island, 
and  West  Virginia. 

Note. — Common  control  may  be  involved. 
If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary,  the  appli¬ 
cant  requests  it  be  held  at  either  Philadel¬ 
phia,  Pa.  or  New  York,  N.Y. 

No.  MC  110012  (Sub-No.  34),  filed 
March  24,  1977.  Applicant:  ROY 

WIDENER  MOTOR  LINES,  INC.,  707 
North  Liberty  Hill  Road,  Morristown, 
Tenn.  37814.  Applicant’s  representative: 
John  R.  Sims,  Jr.,  915  Pennsylvania 
Bldg.,  425  13th  St.  NW.,  Washington. 
D.C.  20004.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  comynon  carrier,  by  motor  v^icle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transpoHing:  (1) 
Neva  furniture,  from  Nashville,  Tenn,  to 
points  in  the  United  States  (including 
Alaska  nad  Hawaii) ;  and  (2)  returned 
shipments  of  new  furniture,  from  the 
destlnatioii  points  named  in  (1)  above, 
to  Nashville,  Tbnn. 

Note. — ^If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Washington, 
DC. 

No.  MC  110149  (Sub-No.  10),  filed 
March  28, 1977.  AppUcant:  PAN  AMER¬ 
ICAN  VAN  LINES,  INC.,  18420  South 
Santa  Fe  Avenue,  P.O.  Box  923,  Long 
Beach,  Calif.  90801.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Edward  M.  Alfano,  .550 
Mamaroneck  Avenue,  Harrison,  N.Y. 
10528.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Empty 
household  goods  shipping  containers, 
set  up  or  knocked  down,  between  points 
in  the  United  States,  including  Alaska 
and  Hawaii 

Note. — If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C. 

No.  MC  110525  (Sub-No.  1187),  filed 
March  30,  1977.  Applicant:  CHEMICAL 
LEAMAN  TANK  LINES,  INC.,  520 
East  Lancaster  Avenue,  Downin^wn, 
Pa.  19335.  Applicant’s  representative: 
Th(»nas  J.  O’Brien  (same  address  as  ap¬ 
plicant).  Authority  soiight  to  (H>erate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  Irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Sodium  salt  solutions,  in  bulk,  in  tank 
vehicles,  from  the  plantsite  of  Meridiem 
Company  and  the  sUH^e  facilities  of 
Merichem  Company,  located  at  Houston, 
Tex.,  to  points  in  Arkansas,  Louisiana, 
Mlsdssippi  and  Oklahoma. 

Note. — ^If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Houston, 
Tex. 

No.  MC110683  (Sub-No.  119),  filed 
April  28,  1977.  Applicant:  SMITH’S 
TRANSFER  CORP.,  Post  Office  Box 
1000,  Sta\mt(»i,  Va.  24401.  AiH>licant’s 
representative:  Thmnas  N.  Willess,  1000 
Sixteenth  Street  NW.,  Washington,  D.C. 
20036.  Authority  sought  to  (H>erate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  ovd 
regular  routes,  transporting:  General 
commodities  (except  those  of  unusual 


value.  Classes  A  and  B  explosives,  house¬ 
hold  goods  as  defined  by  the  Commis¬ 
sion,  commodities  in  bulk,  and  commodi¬ 
ties  requiring  special  equimnent) .  Serv¬ 
ing  the  plantsite  and  warehouse  facili¬ 
ties  of  the  John  Deere  Company,  located 
at  or  near  Conyers,  Cleorgia,  as  an  off- 
route  point  in  connection  with  appli¬ 
cant’s  authorized  regular  route  opera- 
ticHis  serving  Atlanta,  Georgia.  Re¬ 
stricted  against  the  transportation  of 
traffic  between  Atlanta,  Georgda,  on  the 
one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  the  plant 
site  and  warehouse  facilities  of  the  John 
Deere  Company,  located  at  or  near 
Conyers,  Georgia. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  that  it  be  held  at  Atlanta. 
Georgia,  or  Washington,  D.C. 

MC  111812  (Sub-No.  532),  filed  AprU 
27,  1977.  Applicant:  MIDWEST  COAST 
TRANSPORT.  INC.,  P.O.  Box  1233, 
Sioux  FaUs.  S.  Dak.  57101.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Redph  H.  Jinks,  P.O.  Box 
1233,  Sioux  Falls,  S.  Dak.  57101.  Author¬ 
ity  sought  to  operate  as  a  common  car¬ 
rier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  foodstuffs  in  mixed 
shipments  with  meats  (as  previously  au¬ 
thorized)  in  mechanically  refrigerated 
vehicles  (restricted  against  commodi¬ 
ties  in  bulk)  from  the  plantsites  and 
warehouse  facilities  of  Oscar  Mayer  lo¬ 
cated  at  or  near  Madison,  Wisconsin,  and 
Davenport,  Iowa,  to  points  in  California. 
Idaho,  Montana,  Nevada,  Oregon.  Utah, 
and  Washington. 

Note. — ^If  a  bearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  Madison. 
Wisconsin.  Common  contrcd  may  be  involved. 

No.  MC  111956  (Sub-No.  37),  filed 
March  30.  1977.  Applicant:  SUWAK 
’TRUCKING  CO.,  1105-15  Fayette  Street, 
Washington,  Pa.  15301.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Christian  V.  Graf,  407 
North  Front  Street,  Harrisburg,  Pa. 
17101.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Canned 
and  preserved  foodstuffs,  from  the  plant- 
site  and  shipping  facilities  of  Heinz 
U.S.A.,  Division  of  H.  J.  Heinz  Company 
located  at  Fremont  and  Toledo,  Ohio,  to 
points  In  Pennsylvania  on  and  east  of 
U.S.  Highway  220,  points  in  New  York 
on  and  south  of  Interstate  Highway  84, 
points  in  New  Jersey  on  and  north  of 
New  Jersey  Highway  33,  and  the  District 
of  Columbia,  restricted  to  transportation 
originating  at  the  above  origins  and  des¬ 
tined  to  the  above  destinations. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
the  iq>pllcant  requests  It  be  heard  on  a  con¬ 
solidated  record  with  similar  applications 
at  either  Washington,  D.C.,  or  Harrisburg, 
Pa. 

No.  MC  112304  (Sub-No.  116),  filed 
March  30,  1977.  ApUcant:  ACTE  DORAN 
HAULING  &  RIGGING  OO.,  a  corpora¬ 
tion,  1601  Blue  Rock  Street,  CTlnclnnatl. 
Ohio  45223.  Applicant’s  representative: 
John  D.  Herbert  (same  address  as  i^ll- 
cant).  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  v^cle,  over 
Irregular  routes,  transporting:  General 
commodities  (except  In  bulk.  Classes  A 


and  B  explosives,  household  goods  as 
defined  by  the  Commission,  livestock  and 
articles  of  unusual  value),  between  the 
port  site  and  facilities  of  the  Paducah- 
McCraken  County  Riverport  Authority, 
located  at  or  near  Paducah,  Ky.,  on  the 
one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in 
Alabama,  Arkansas,  Georgia.  Illinois,  In¬ 
diana,  Iowa,  Kansas,  Kentucky,  Louisi¬ 
ana,  Maryland,  Michigan,  Mississippi, 
Missouri,  North  CTarolina,  Ohio.  Okla¬ 
homa,  South  Carolina.  Tennessee,  Texas, 
Virginia,  West  Virginia,  and  Wisconsin. 

Note. — Common  control  may  be  involved. 
If  a  hearing  la  deemed  necessary,  applicant 
requests  It  be  held  at  Washington,  D.C.,  or 
Louisville,  Ky. 

No.  MC  112713  (Sub-No.  198),  filed 
AprU  22.  1977.  Applicant:  YELLOW 
FREIGHT  SYSTEM.  INC.,  P.O.  Box 
7270,  10990  Roe  Avenue,  Shawnee  Mis¬ 
sion.  Kans.  66207.  Applicant’s  representa¬ 
tive:  John  M.  Records  (same  address  as 
applicant).  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  regular  routes,  transporting:  Gen¬ 
eral  Commodities  (except  classes  A  and 
B  explosives,  household  goods  as  defined 
by  the  Commission,  commodities  in  bulk, 
articles  of  unusual  value,  commodities 
requiring  special  equipment  and  those 
contaminating  or  injurious  to  other  lad¬ 
ing),  serving  the  plantsite  of  Minnesota 
VaUey  Engineering  Company  at  New 
Prague.  MN,  as  an  off-route  points  in 
connection  with  carrier's  otherwise  au¬ 
thorized  opera  ti(xis. 

Note. — Common  control  may  be  Involved. 
If  a  hearing  la  deemed  necessary,  applicant 
requests  It  be  held  at  Minne{q>oli8,  MN,  or 
Washington,  DC. 

No.  MC  112713  (Sub-No.  199),  filed 
April  22,  1977.  Applicant:  YELLOW 
FREIGHT  SYSTEM.  INC.,  P.O.  Box 
7270,  10990  Roe  Avenue,  Siawnee  Mis¬ 
sion,  Kans.  66207.  Applicant’s  represen- 
tati:e:  John  M.  Records  (same  address 
as  iqjpllcant).  Authority  sought  to  op¬ 
erate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  regular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  General  commodities  (except  classes 
A  and  B  explosive,  household  goods  as 
defined  by  the  Commissiem,  cixnmodities 
in  bulk,  articles  of  imusual  value,  and 
commodities  requiring  special  equip¬ 
ment),  serving  the  plantsite  of  Prairie 
States  Enterprises,  Inc.,  located  (m  Mis¬ 
souri  Highway  31  near  Clarksdale, 
DeKalb  CTounty,  MO,  as  an  off-route 
point  In  connection  with  carrier’s  other¬ 
wise  authorized  c^ratiims. 

Note. — Common  c<»xtiol  may  be  involved. 
If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary,  iqjpllcant 
requests  It  be  held  at  Kansas  City,  MO,  or 
8t.  Joseph,  MO. 

No.  MC  112750  (Sub-No.  342),  filed 
March  24,  1977.  Apjdicant:  PUROLA- 
TOR  COURIER  CORP.,  3333  New  Hyde 
Paik  Road,  New  Hyde  Paik,  N.Y.  11040. 
Apidlcant’s  r^resentative:  Elizabeth  L. 
Henoch  (same  address  as  api^cant). 
AutbMlty  sought  to  operate  as  a  contract 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  Irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Commercial  papers, 
document  and  written  instruments  (ex¬ 
cept  currency  and  negotiable  securities) 
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as  are  used  in  the  business  (rf  banks  and 
banking  institutions,  from  Berlin,  N.H.. 
to  Boston.  Mass.,  under  a  continuing 
contract,  or  c<»itracts,  with  North 
Country  Bank  and  Ihe  Berlin  City  Bank. 

Non. — Applicant  hcdds  common  carrier 
authority  In  various  subs  under  MC  111729, 
therefore  dual  operations  may  be  Involved. 
Common  contrcd  may  also  be  Involved.  If  a 
hearing  Is  deemed  necessary,  the  applicant 
requests  It  be  held  at  Washington,  D  C. 

No.  MC  112822  (Sub-No.  417),  filed 
April  27,  1977,  Applicant:  BRAY  LINES, 
INC.,  1401  N.  Little  Street,  P.O.  Box  1191, 
Cushing,  Okla.  74023.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Charles  D.  Midkiff  (same  ad¬ 
dress  as  applicant) .  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Pltistic  pails,  from  Denver.  Colm^o, 
to  points  in  Iowa,  Kansas.  Missouri.  Ne¬ 
braska,  Oklahoma,  and  Texas.  Restricted 
to  the  transix>rtation  of  traffic  originat¬ 
ing  at  the  named  origin  and  destined  to 
the  named  destination  states. 

Note. — Common  control  may  be  Involved, 
If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary,  the  appli¬ 
cant  requests  that  It  be  held  at  either  Den¬ 
ver,  Colo.,  or  Kansas  City.  Mo. 

No.  MC  113158  (Sub-No.  29),  filed 
March  31.  1977.  Applicant:  TODD 

TRANSPORT  CO.,  INC.,  Secretary.  Md. 
21664.  Applicant’s  representative:  James 
W.  Patterson,  1200  Western  Savings 
Bank  Building,  Philadelphia,  Pa.  19107. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Macaroni  noodles, 
spaghetti  noodles  and  other  noodles  and 
noodle  products,  from  the  facitilites  of 
Oioia  Speciality  Foods,  Inc.,  located  at 
Buffalo.  N.Y..  to  handover,  Md. 

Note. — ^If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  either 
Philadelphia,  Pa.,  or  Washington,  D.C. 

MC  113855  (Sub-No.  371),  filed  March 
24.  1977.  Applicant:  INTERNATIONAL 
TRANSPORT,  INC.,  a  corporation,  2450 
Marion  Road  SE.,  Rochester,  Minn.  55901. 
Applicant’s  representative:  ’Thomas  J, 
Van  Osdel,  502  First  National  Btuik 
Bldg.,  Fargo,  N.  Dak.  58102.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
in  interstate  or  foreign  commerce,  trans¬ 
porting:  Yard  tractors  between  Lyons. 
HI.,  on  the  one  hand,  and.  on  the  other, 
points  in  the  United  States,  including 
Alaska,  but  excluding  Hawaii. 

Note. — Common  control  may  b«  Involved. 
If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary,  the  aiH>ll- 
cant  requests  It  be  held  at  (Chicago,  III. 

No.  MC  113908  (Sub-No.  395),  filed 
March  31.  1977.  Applicant:  ERICKSON 
TRANSPORT  CORP.,  P.O.  Box  3180 
OJ3.S..  2105  East  Dale  Street,  Spring- 
field,  Mo.  65804.  An>licant’s  representa¬ 
tive:  B.  B.  Whitehead  (same  address  as 
am>licant) .  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting:  Feed, 
feed  supplements,  feed  ingredients,  and 
feed  additives,  in  bulk,  from  Marshall. 
Mo.,  and  points  in  Saline  County,  Mo., 
to  points  in  Alabama,  Arkansas,  Califor¬ 
nia,  Colorado,  Illinois,  Indiana,  Iowa, 


Kansas,  Kentticky,  Louisiana,  Michigan, 
Minnesota,  Misslsslr^.  Missouri,  Nebras¬ 
ka,  New- Mexico,  North  Dakota,  Ohio, 
OUahoma,  South  Dakota.  Tennessee, 
Texas,  and  Wisconsin. 

Note. — ^If  a  heariog  la  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  either 
Kansas  Dity,  Mo.,  Chicago,  Ill.,  or  Washing¬ 
ton,  D.C. 

No.  MC  114115  (Sub-No.  27).  filed 
March  21.  1977.  Applicant:  ’TRUCKWAY 
SERVICE,  me..  1099  Oakwood  Blvd., 
Detroit,  Mich.  48217.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  James  R.  Stiverson,  1396  West 
Fifth  Avenue.  Columbus.  Ohio  43213.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  contract 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Salt,  in  bulk  (1) 
from  Erie,  Pa.,  to  points  in  New  York: 
and  (2)  from  Toledo.  Ohio,  to  points  in 
Indiana.  Illinois,  and  Michigan,  re¬ 
stricted  in  (1)  and  (2)  to  traffic  originat¬ 
ing  at  the  plantsites  of  Domtar  Chemi¬ 
cals,  Inc.,  located  at  Erie.  Pa.,  and  Tole¬ 
do,  Ohio,  under  a  continuing  contract 
or  contracts  with  Domtar  Chemicals, 
Inc. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
the  I4>pllcant  requests  It  be  held  at  either 
Detroit,  Mich.,  or  Washington,  D.C. 

No.  MC  114457  (Sub-No.  299),  filed 
April  22.  1977.  Applicant:  DART  TRAN¬ 
SIT  CO.,  a  corporation.  2102  University 
Avenue,  St.  Paul,  MN  55114.  Applicant’s 
representative:  James  C.  Hardman,  33 
N.'LaSalle  Street,  Chicago.  IL  60602.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  tranesporting:  Plastic  containers, 
from  New  Berlin,  Wisconsin,  to  Jeffer¬ 
sonville,  Indiana,  and  Kansas  City.  Mis¬ 
souri. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  Mlnne- 
apolls-St.  Paul,  Minnesota,  or  Chicago,  Illi¬ 
nois. 

No.  MC  114457  (Sub-No.  300),  filed 
April  22,  1977.  Applicant:  DART 

transit  CX>.,  a  corporatiMi,  2102  Uni¬ 
versity  Avenue.  St.  Paul.  MN  55114.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  representative:  James  C.  Hard¬ 
man,  33  N.  LaSalle  Street,  Chicago,  IL 
60602.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transpcH'ting:  Metal 
containers,  container  ends,  and  equip¬ 
ment,  materials,  and  supplies  used  in  the 
manufacture  and  distribution  of  the  de¬ 
scribed  commodities  (except  commodities 
in  bulk) .  frc«n  Perrysburg,  Ohio,  to 
points  in  Alabama,  Arkansas.  Illinois, 
Indiana,  Iowa,  Kansas,  Kentucky,  Lou¬ 
isiana,  the  Upper  Peninsula  of  Michigan, 
Michigan,  Minnesota,  Mississippi.  Mis¬ 
souri,  Nebraska,  Oklahoma.  South  Da¬ 
kota,  Tennessee,  Texas,  and  Wisconsin. 

Note. — If  s  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  St.  Paul, 
Minnesota,  or  (Hilcago,  Illinois. 

No.  MC  114533  (Sub-No.  357),  filed 
March  28.  1977.  Applicant:  BANKERS 
DISPATCH  CORP.,  1106  West  35th  St., 
Chicago,  HI.  60609.  Applicant’s  represent¬ 
ative:  Warren  W.  Wallin  (same  address 
as  applicant) .  Authority  sought  to  oper¬ 
ate  as  a  common  canffr,  by  motor 


vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Audit  media,  reports  and  pattern 
samples,  between  Manhattan,  Kans.,  on 
the  (me  hand,  and,  on  the  (ither,  Kansas 
Cfity,  Mo.,  restricted  to  shipments  having 
a  prior  or  subsequent  movement  by  air. 

Note. — Applicant  holds  contract  carrier  au¬ 
thority  in  MC  138616  and  subs  thereunder, 
therefore  dual  operations  may  be  involved. 
If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary,  applicant 
requests  it  be  held  at  Kansas  City,  Mo. 

No.  MC  114569  (Sub-No.  173),  filed 
March  21.  1977.  Applicant:^  SHAFFER 
TRUCKING,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  418,  New 
Kingstown.  Pa.  17072.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  N.  L.  CXimmins  (same  address 
as  applicant) .  Authority  sought  to  (der¬ 
ate  as  a.  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  o^r  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Food  and  foodstuffs  (except  in  bulk, 
in  tank  vehicles),  in  mechanically  con¬ 
trolled  refrigerated  equipment,  from  the 
plantsite  and  storage  facilities  of  Kraft, 
Inc.,  l(x:ated  at  or  near  Champaign.  Ill., 
to  points  in  Connecticut,  Delaware. 
Maine,  Maryland.  Massachusetts.  New 
Hamp^ire,  New  Jersey.  New  Yewk,  Penn¬ 
sylvania,  Rhode  Island.  Vermemt,  Vir¬ 
ginia.  and  the  District  of  Columbia,  re¬ 
stricted  to  traffic  originating  at  the  above 
named  origin  and  destined  to  the  above 
named  destination  points. 

Note. — Common  control  may  be  involved. 
If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary,  the  appli¬ 
cant  requests  It  be  held  at  either  CTilcago, 
III.,  or  Washington,  D.C. 

No.  MC  114608  (Sub-No.  31).  filed 
March  31.  1977.  Applicant:  CAPITAL 
EXPRESS.  INC.,  5635  day.  Grand 
Rapids,  Mich.  49508.  AppUcant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Wilhelmina  Boersma,  1600 
First  Federal  Bldg..  Detroit,  Mich.  48226. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  contract 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Ranges  and  ovens, 
including  microwave  ovens,  freun  Marion, 
Ohio,  to  Ch'and  Rapids,  Grenville,  Hol¬ 
land.  Kentwocxl,  Muskegon,  and  Wyo¬ 
ming,  Mich.,  under  a  continuing  contract, 
or  contracts,  with  Gibson  Pr(xlucts  Cor¬ 
poration,  and  Kelvinator,  Inc. 

Note. — Common  control  may  be  Involved. 
If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary,  the  appli¬ 
cant  requests  it  be  held  at  either  Lansing  or 
Detroit,  Mich.,  or  Chicago,  lU. 

No.  MC  114632  (Sub-No.  107),  filed 
March  28,  1977.  AppUcant:  APPLE 

LINES,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  287,  Madison, 
S.  Dak.  57042.  Applicant’s  representa¬ 
tive:  Andrew  Clark.  1000  First  National 
Bank  Bldg.,  Minneapolis.  Minn.  55402. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Foodstuffs  from 
Bonner  Springs.  Kansas,  to  points  in  H- 
linois,  Iowa,  Michigan,  Minnesota,  Ne¬ 
braska.  North  Dakota,  Ohio,  South  Da¬ 
kota,  Texas,  and  Wisconsin. 

Note. — Applicant  holds  motor  contract 
carrier  authority  In  No.  MC  129706,  therefore 
dual  operations  may  be  involved.  If  a  hear¬ 
ing  is  deemed  necessary,  applicant  request 
it  be  held  at  Kansas  City,  Missouri. 

No.  MC  114896  (Sub-No.  48),  filed 
March  24,  1977.  Applicant:  PUROLA- 
TOR  SECURITY,  INC.,  3333  New  Hyde 
Park  Road,  New  Hyde  Park,  N.Y.  11040. 
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Applicant’s  representative:  Elizabeth  Li. 
Henoch  (same  address  as  applicant). 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  con¬ 
tract  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  Ir¬ 
regular  routes,  transporting:  Coin,  cur¬ 
rency  and  securities,  between  New  Or¬ 
leans,  La.,  on  the  one  hand,  and  on  the 
other,  points  In  Alabama,  Florida,  and 
Mississippi,  under  a  continuing  contract 
or  contracts  with  Federal  Reserve  Bank 
of  Atlanta. 

Note. — Applicant  bolds  common  carrier 
authority  In  MC  140345  (Sub-No.  l),  there¬ 
fore  dual  operations  may  be  Involved.  Com¬ 
mon  control  may  also  be  Involved.  If  a  hear¬ 
ing  Is  deemed  necessary,  the  applicant  re¬ 
quests  It  be  held  at  Washington,  D.C. 

No.  MC  115180  (Sub-No.  ^8),  filed 
March  30,  1977.  Applicant:  ONLEY  RE¬ 
FRIGERATED  TRANSPORTATION, 
INC.,  205  W.  14th  Street,  New  York,  N.Y. 
10014.  Applicant's  representative: 
George  A,  Olsen,  69  Tonnele  Ave.,  Jer¬ 
sey  City,  NJ^.  07306.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  Irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Cocoa  beans,  cocoa  butter,  cocoa 
cake,  chocolate  liquor,  and  confectionary 
(except  commodities  In  bulk),  from 
Philadeliihla,  Pa.,  to  the  facilities  of 
Blommer  Chocolate  Co.  and  World’s  Fin¬ 
est  CThocolate,  Inc.,  located  at  CThlcago, 
HI. 

Non. — ^If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
the  iq>pUcant  requests  It  be  held  at  either 
New  Ycwk,  N.T.,  or  Chicago,  HI. 

No.  MC  115311  (Sub-No.  214),  filed 
March  28,  1977.  Applicant:  J  &  M 
TRANSPORTATION  CO,..  INC.,  P.O. 
Box  488,  MlUedgeville.  Calif.  31061.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  representative:  K.  Edward  Wcd- 
coit,  1600  First  Federal  Building,  At¬ 
lanta.  Ga.  30303.  Authority  sought  to  op¬ 
erate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Salt  and  salt  products,  from  St 
(fialr,  Mich.,  Akron,  C^o.  and  Iberia 
Parish,  lA..  to  points  in  North  CTarollna, 
South  Carolina,  Tennessee,  and  Virginia. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
the  appUcant  requests  it  be  held  at  New 
Orleans,  La. 

No.  MC  115841  (Sub-No.  535),  filed 
March  25,  1977.  Applicant:  CX)LONIAL 
REFRIGERATED  TRANSPORTATION, 
INC.,  9041  Executive  Park  Drive,  Suite 
110,  Bldg.  100,  Knoxville,  Tenn.  37919. 
Applicant’s  representative:  E.  Steven 
Heisley,  666  Eleventh  Street.  NW.,  Wash¬ 
ington.  D.C.  20001.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vrfilcle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  (1)  Nursery  or  infant  materials  and 
supplies  in  mixed  loads  with  foodstuffs, 
from  Skyland,  N.C..  to  points  In  Ala¬ 
bama,  Arkansas,  CaUfomla,  Florida, 
Georgia,  Louisiana,  Mississippi,  Oregon, 
Tennessee,  and  Washington;  and  (2) 
foodstuffs  (except  frozen)  and  infant 
materials  and  supplies  In  mixed  loads 
with  foodstuffs.  In  mechanically  refrig¬ 
erated  vehicles  between  the  plantslte  and 
facilities  of  Gerber  Products  Cmnpany 
located  at  or  near  Skyland,  N.C.  and 
Remont,  Mich. 

1 


Note. — Common  control  may  be  Involved. 
If  •  hearing  la  deemed  neoeaeary.  the  appU- 
eant  reqneeta  It  be  htid  at  either  AehevlUe, 
N.C.  or  Washington.  D.C. 

No.  MC  116045  (Sub-No.  47),  filed 
April  18.  1977.  Applicant:  NEUMAN 
TRANSIT  CO..  INC.,  P.O.  Box  38,  Raw¬ 
lins  WY  82301.  Applicant’s  R^resenta- 
tive:  Leslie  R.  Kehl  of  Suite  1600  Lincoln 
Center  Building.  1660  Lincoln  Street, 
Denver  CO  80264.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier  by  motor 
vehicle  over  irregular  routes  transport¬ 
ing  sulphuric  acid,  in  bulk,  freon  Casper, 
Casper  Air  Force  Base,  Rawlins,  Medi¬ 
cine  Bow,  Bonneville,  Rock  Springs,  and 
Douglas,  Wyo.,  to  points  In  Wyo.,  re¬ 
stricted  to  the  transportation  of  ship¬ 
ments  having  an  Immediately  prior 
movement  by  rail. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  that  it  be  held  at  Denver, 
Colorado. 

No.  MC  116763  (Sub-No.  376),  filed 
March  24,  1977.  Applicant:  CARL  SUB- 
LER  TRUCKING,  INC.,  North  West 
Street,  Versailles,  Ohio  45380.  Applicant’s 
representative:  H.  M.  Rlchb^,  P.O.  Box 
81,  Versailles,  Ohio  45380.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by 
motor  vehicle,  over  Irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Frozen  foods,  from  the  fa¬ 
cilities  of  Northern  Star  Company  lo¬ 
cated  at  Minneapolis,  Minn.,  to  points  In 
Alabama,  Florida,  Georgia,  North  Caro¬ 
lina,  South  Carolina,  and  Tennessee. 

Note. — ^If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
the  appUcant  requests  K  be  held  at  Minne¬ 
apolis  or  St.  Paul,  Minn. 

No.  MC  117072  (Sub-No.  4),  filed 
March  28,  1977.  Applicant:  ARMORED 
TRANSPORT,  INC.,  1130  South  Flower 
Street,  Los  Angeles,  Calif.  90015.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  R.  T.  Schureman, 
1545  Wilshire  Boulevard,  Los  Angeles, 
Calif.  90017.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  contract  carrier,  by  motor  v^cle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting:  Coin, 
currency  and  securities.  Including  sav¬ 
ings  bond  stock,  between  Los  Angeles, 
C^alif ..  on  the  one  hand,  and  on  the  other, 
points  in  Arizona,  under  a  continuing 
ccmtract,  or  contracts,  with  Federal  Re¬ 
serve  Bank  of  San  Francisco. 

Note. — Common  control  may  be  involved. 
If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary,  the  appli¬ 
cant  requests  It  be  held  at  either  Los  An¬ 
geles  or  San  Francisco,  Calif. 

No.  MC  117416  (Sub-No.  54).  filed 
March  25,  1977.  AiH>licant:  NEWMAN 
AND  PEMBERTON  CXJRPORAHON, 
2007  University  Avenue,  N.W.,  Knoxville, 
Tenn.  37921.  Applicant’s  representa¬ 
tive:  Herbert  Alan  Dubin,  1819  H  Street, 
NW.,  Suite  1030,  Washington,  D.C.  20006. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  Ir¬ 
regular  routes,  transporting:  Metal 
povoders  and  barium  ferrite  (except  In 
bulk),  from  points  In  Loudon  County, 
Tom.,  to  points  In  Illinois,  Indiana, 
Kentucky,  Michigan  and  Ohio. 

Note. — It  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  Washington, 
D.C. 


No.  MC  117674  (Sub-No.  284),  filed 
March  31,  1977.  Applicant:  DAILY  EX¬ 
PRESS,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  39,  1076  Harris¬ 
burg  Pike,  Carlisle,  Pa.  17013.  Applicant’s 
representative:  James  W.  Hagar,  P.O. 
Box  1166,  100  Pine  Street,  Harrisburg, 
Pa.  17108.  Authority  sought  to  (^rate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  Irregular  routes,  transporting.  Self- 
propelled  construction  equipment  weigh¬ 
ing  15,000  pounds  or  more,  and  parts  and 
attachments  for  such  cwnmodities,  fnxn 
Lorain,  Ohio  and  Chattanooga,  Tennes¬ 
see  to  points  In  the  United  States  in  and 
east  of  Colorado,  Montana,  New  Mexico 
and  Wyoming  (except  Tennessee),  re¬ 
stricted  to  the  transportatiCHi  of  ^ip- 
ments  originating  at  the  facilities  of 
Lorain  Division,  Koehring,  Inc.,  at  Chat¬ 
tanooga,  Tennessee  or  Lorain,  Ohio. 

Note. — Common  control  may  be  Involved. 
If  a  bearing  la  deemed  neceesary,  appUcant 
requests  that  It  be  held  at  Washington,  D.C. 

No.  MC  117765  (Sub-No.  226),  filed 
March  28,  1977.  Applicant:  HAHN 

TRUCK  LINE,  INC.,  5315  N.W.  5th 
Street,  Oklahoma  Cdty,  Okla.  73107.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  representative:  R.  E.  Hagen 
(same  address  as  applicant).  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier. 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Foodstuffs  (except  in 
bulk),  from  Austin,  Minn.,  to  points  in 
Arkansas,  Kansas,  Missouri  and  Okla¬ 
homa. 

Note. — ^If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  Okla¬ 
homa  City,  Okla. 

No.  MC  117815  (Sub-No.  263),  filed 
April  20,  1977.  Aw>llcant:  PULLEY 
FREIGHT  LINES,  INC.,  405  SK.  20th 
Street,  Des  Moines,  Iowa  50309.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  Larry  D.  Knox, 
900  Hubbell  Building,  Des  Moines,  Iowa 
50309.  Authc«1ty  sou^t  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  CTharcoal, 
charcoal  briquets,  woodchlps  (not 
charred) ,  charcoal  lighter  fluid  (naptha 
distillate),  potting  soil  plant  bedding, 
fireplace  log,  vermiculite  other  than 
crude,  from  the  plantslte  and  warehouse 
facilities  of  Klngsford  Company  at  or 
near  Belle,  Missouri  to  points  in  Iowa 
and  Wisconsin. 

Note. — ^If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  that  It  be  held  at  either 
Louisville,  Kentucky  or  Kansas  City,  Mis¬ 
souri. 

No.  MC  119632  (Sub-No.  72) ,  filed  AprU 
1,  1977.  Applicant:  REED  LINES,  INC., 
634  Ralston  Avenue,  Defiance,  Ohio 
43512.  AppUcant’s  representative:  John 
P.  McMahon,  100  East  Broad  Street, 
Columbus,  Ohio  43215.  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Sugar  (except  in  bulk),  from  the 
plantslte  and  facilities  of  UB.  Sugar  Co., 
located  at  Chicago.  HI.,  to  points  in  In¬ 
diana,  and  Kentucky,  those  points  in  the 
lower  peninsula  of  Michigan,  and  points 
in  New  York.  Pennsylvania,  and 

West  Virginia,  restricted  to  traffic  orig¬ 
inating  at  the  named  origins,  and  des¬ 
tined  to  the  named  destlnatkm  states. 
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Nor. — •  hewing  Is  deemed  neoeeeery. 
eppllcent  requeete  It  be  held  et  Coltunbue, 
Ohio. 

No.  MC  119741  (Sub-No.  67).  filed 
March  30,  1977.  An^lcant:  GREEN 
FIELD  TRANSPORT  (COMPANY,  INC., 
3225  Filth  Avenue  South,  P.O.  Box  1235, 
Fort  Dodge,  Iowa  50501.  Apjdlcant’s 
representative:  D.  L.  Robson  (same  ad¬ 
dress  as  applicant) .  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  Irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  (1)  Edible  animal  fata,  animal  oUa. 
and  vegetable  oila.  in  packagea;  (2)  prod- 
ucta  and  blenda  of  the  commodities  in  (1) 
above,  in  packages;  and  (3)  oleomar- 
garine.  in  packages,  fnxn  the  facilities 
utilized  by  Swift  Edible  Oil  Company, 
located  at  Bradley  and  Kankakee,  U.,  to 
points  in  Minnesota  and  Wisconsin,  re¬ 
stricted  to  the  transportation  (rf  ship¬ 
ments  originating  at  the  named  origins, 
and  destined  to  the  named  destinations. 

Nor. — If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  Chicago. 
Ill. 

No.  M<i  119777  (Sub-No.  335),  filed 
March  30.  1977.  Applicant:  LIGON 
SPECIALIZED  HAULER,  INC.  Highway 
85  East,  Madison  vine,  Ky.  42431.  Apipli- 
cant’s  representative:  Caii  U.  Hurst, 
P.O.  Drawer  “L”.  Madis(mvllle,  Ky.  42431. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  com- 
7m>n  carrier,  by  motor  v^icle,  over  ir¬ 
regular  routes,  transpmling:  Lumber, 
palleta,  akida,  baaea,  boxes,  cratea,  crat¬ 
ing,  baaketa,  treada,  riaera,  ailla,  mold- 
inga,  cardboard  cartona,  naila,  treated 
pclea,  treated  piling,  treated  croaaarma, 
treated  croaatiea,  and  treated  lumber, 
from  points  in  Georgia,  to  points  in  Con¬ 
necticut.  Delaware,  Maine,  Maryland. 
Massachusetts,  Lower  Peninsula  of 
Michigan,  Missouri,  New  Hampshire,  Nea' 
Jersey,  New  York,  Ohio,  Pmnsylvania, 
Rhode  Island.  Vermont,  Virginia  West 
Virginia,  and  the  District  of  Columbia. 

Nor. — Applicant  holds  contract  carrier  au- 
th(H-lty  In  MC  126970  (Sub-No.  1)  and  subs 
thereunder,  therefore  dual  operations  may  be 
Involved.  Common  control  may  also  be  In¬ 
volved.  If  a  bearing  Is  deemed  necessary,  the 
applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  Atlante,  Oa. 

No,  MC  119777  (Sub-No,  336),  filed 
March  30.  1977.  Applicant:  LlOON 
SPECIALIZED  HAULER.  INC.,  Hi^way 
85  East,  Madiscmville,  Ky.  42431.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  Carl  U.  Hurst 
P.O.  Drawer  “L”,  Madison vUle,  Ky.  42431. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  ir¬ 
regular  routes,  transporting:  Air  cooler  a 
and  air  conditionera,  and  parta,  attach- 
menta,  and  acceasoriea,  for  air  coolers 
and  air  cMiditioners,  from  Tyler,  Tex., 
to  points  in  the  United  States  (except 
Alaska,  Hawaii,  and  Texas) . 

Nor. — Common  control  may  be  Involved. 
If  a  bearing  Is  deemed  necessary,  applicant 
requests  It  be  held  at  Indianapolis,  Ind.,  or 
Los  Angeles,  Calif. 

No.  MC  119789  (Sub-No.  332),  filed 
March  28.  1977.  Applicant:  CARAVAN 
REFRIGERATED  CARGO,  INC.,  P.O. 
Box  6188.  Dallas,  Tex.  75222.  Applicant’s 
representative:  James  K.  Newbold,  Jr. 
(same  address  as  applicant) .  Authority 


sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  (A)  Air  conditionera,  air 
coblera  and  apparatus,  furnace  or  heat¬ 
ing  unita  and  related  parta,  and  furnacea 
and  air  conditioning  apparatua  com¬ 
bined,  from  Milledgevllle.  Ga.,  to  points 
in  Connecticut,  Delaware.  Maine.  Mary¬ 
land,  Massachusetts,  New  Jersey,  New 
Hampshire,  New  York.  Pennsylvania, 
Rhode  Island,  Vermont,  Virginia.  West 
Virginia,  and  the  District  of  Columbia; 
and  (B)  Materiala  and  auppliea  used  in 
the  prcxiuctlon  of  air  conclitioners,  air 
coolers  and  apparatus,  furnacea  or  heat¬ 
ing  unita  and  related  parta,  and  furnacea 
and  air  conditioning  apparatus  com¬ 
bined,  from  points  in  Connecticut,  Dela¬ 
ware  Illinois,  Indiana.  Kentucky,  Maine. 
Maryland,  Massachusetts,  Michigan. 
Missouri,  New  Jersey,  New  Hampshire, 
New  York,  Ohio.  Pennsylvania.  Rhode 
Island.  Vermcmt,  Virginia,  West  Virginia 
and  Wisconsin,  to  Milledgevllle,  Ga. 

Nor. — If  a  hearing  la  deemed  necessary, 
the  ai^licant  requeeta  It  be  held  at  either 
Port  Smith  or  Little  Bock.  Ark. 

No.  MC  119789  (Sub-No.  333),  filed 
March  28.  1977.  AppUcant:  CARAVAN 
REFRIGERATED  CARGO,  INC.,  P.O. 
Box  6188,  Dallas,  Tex.  75222.  Applicant’s 
representative:  James  K.  Newbold,  Jr. 
(same  address  as  applicant).  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  Irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Canned  and  bottled  food- 
stuffa,  from  St.  Franclsville  and  Belle- 
deau  (Avoyelles  Coimty),  La.,  to  points 
in  Washington. 

Nor. — If  a  bearing  la  deemed  necesaary, 
applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  Peoria  Ill., 
or  Dallaa  Tex. 

No.  MC  119789  (Sub-No.  339),  filed 
March  28,  1977.  Applicant:  CARAVAN 
REFRIGERATED  CARGO,  INC.,  P.O. 
Box  6188,  Dallas,  Tex.  75222.  Applicant’s 
representative:  James  K.  Newbold.  Jr. 
(same  address  as  applicant).  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Tranaformera  and  parta 
(except  commixlities  which  because  of 
size  or  weight  require  the  use  of  special 
equipment),  from  Pine  Bluff,  Ark.,  to 
points  in  the  United  States  (except 
Alaska  and  Hawaii) . 

Nor. — If  a  bearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  either 
Pine  Bluff  or  Little  Rock.  Ark. 

NO.  MC  119789  (Sub-No.  344),  filed 
AprU  21.  1977.  Api^cant:  CARAVAN 
REFRIGERATED  CARGO,  INC.,  P.O. 
Box  6188,  Dallas.  Tex.  75222.  Applicant’s 
representative:  James  K.  Newbold,  Jr. 
(same  address  as  ac^licant).  Authority 
sought  to  (Hierate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting  Plastic  Film,  in  mechani¬ 
cally  refrigerated  equiixnent,  (a)  Fitxn 
lUiopolls,  ni.  to  Texas,  and  (b)  from 
Carson,  Cal.  to  Washington  and  Texas. 

Nor. — If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
appUcant  requests  It  be  held  at  either  Co¬ 
lumbus  or  Cincinnati,  Ohio. 

No.  MC  119864  (Sub-No.  69),  filed 
March  29,  1977.  Applicant:  CRAIG 


TRANSPORTA’nON  CO.,  a  cWTWraUon. 
26699  Eckd  Road.  Perrysburg,  Ohio 
43551.  ApiAlcant’s  refHesoitatlve:  Dale 

K.  (Tralg  (same  address  as  iMK>licant). 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  com- 
mon  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irreg¬ 
ular  routes,  transporting:  Such  com¬ 
modities  as  are  dlstidbuted  or  dealt  in  by 
food  distributors  and  wholesale  or  retail 
gr(x:erB  (except  commodities  in  bulk), 
from  the  idantsite  and  facilities  of  Fos- 
torla  Distribution  Service  Company,  lo¬ 
cated  at  or  near  Fostorla,  Ohio,  to  St. 
Louis,  Mo.,  and  points  in  Illinois  and 
Michigan. 

NoTK. — If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  Detr^** 
Mich. 

No.  MC  119917  (Sub-No.  41)  (Correc¬ 
tion)  ,  filed  February  24.  1977,  and  pub¬ 
lished  in  the  Fkdxral  Rkgistkr  issue  of 
April  21.  1977  and  repuMlshed  this  issue. 
Applicant:  DUDLEY  ’TRUCKING  (X)M- 
PANY,  INC.,  724  Memorial  Drive  SE.. 
Atlanta,  Ga.  30316.  Ai^cant’s  represen¬ 
tative:  ’Rieodore  Pol^oroff  1250  Con¬ 
necticut  Avenue  NW.,  Washingtcm,  D.C. 
20036.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
Irregular  routes,  transporting:  Bakery 
products  (except  frozen),  (1)  from  the 
plant  sites  and  shi];H>ing  facilities  of 
Nabisco,  Inc.,  located  at  Henrico  County. 
Va.,  and  Atlanta,  Ga..  to  points  in  Ar¬ 
kansas  and  Oklahoma  and  to  points  in 
Texas  cm  and  east  of  U.S.  Highway  281 ; 
and  (2)  from  the  plant  site  and  shipping 
facilities  of  Nabisco,  Inc.,  locate  at 
or  near  Houston,  Tex.,  to  points  in 
Alabama,  Arkansas,  FlCBrida,  Georgia. 
Louisiana.  Mississippi.  North  Carolina. 
Oklahoma,  South  Carolina,  Tennessee, 
Virginia,  and  the  District  of  C(8umbia. 

Nor. — ^The  purpose  of  this  republlcstion 
Is  to  correct  applicant’s  commodity  descrip¬ 
tion.  If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary  the 
applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  Washington. 
D.C. 

No.  MC  119934  (Sub-No.  216),  filed 
April  21.  1977.  Applicant:  El^FF 

TRUCKING.  INC.,  625  East  Broadway. 
FortvlUe,  Indiana  46040.  Api^cant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  Robert  W.  Loser  n.  1009 
CThamber  of  Commerce  Bldg.,  Indian¬ 
apolis.  Indiana  46204.  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  mo¬ 
tor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  trans¬ 
porting:  Corn  starch,  dry,  in  bulk,  from 
New  Orleans,  Louisiana,  to  points  and 
places  in  Louisiana,  restricted  to  ship¬ 
ments  having  had  a  prior  movement  by 
rail. 

Nor.— Applicant  holds  contract  carrier 
authority  in  MC-128161  and  Sub-No.  i, 
thereunder,  therefore  dual  operations  may 
be  involved.  Common  control  may  also  be  In¬ 
volved.  If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary,  ap¬ 
plicant  request^  that  It  be  held  at  either  New 
Orleans.  Louisiana,  or  Washington,  D  C. 

No.  MC  119974  (Sub-No.  65).  filed 
April  28,  1977.  Applicant:  L.  C.  L.  TRAN¬ 
SIT  CO.,  949  Advance  Street.  Green  Bay, 
Wis.  54304.  Applicant’s  representative: 

L.  F.  -Abel,  P.O.  Box  949,  Green  Bay, 
Wis.  54305.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting 
Meat  and  Meat  Products,  frcmi  the 
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plant  site  of  Armour  &  Company  at 
Green  Bay,  Wisconsin,  to  points  In 
Ohio. 

Notk. — It  hearing  la  deemed  neoesaary, 
the  i4)pUoant  requests  It  be  bald  at  Chicago, 
Illinois,  or  Milwaukee,  Wisconsin. 

No.  MC  lig988  (Sub-No.  Ill),  filed 
March  30.  1977.  Applicant:  GREAT 
WESTERN  TRUCKING  CO.,  INC., 
Highway  103  East,  P.O.  Box  1384,  Lufkin, 
Tex.  75901.  Applicant’s  representative: 
Hugh  T.  Matthews,  2340  Fidelity  Union 
Tower.  Dallas,  Tex.  75201.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Shelving.  In  cartons,  and 
new  store  fixtures,  in  crates,  and  mate¬ 
rials.  equipment  and  supplies,  utilized  in 
the  manufacture  and  distribution  there¬ 
of  (except  ccmimodities  in  bulk) .  between 
points  in  Kaufman  County,  Tex.,  on  the 
one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in  the 
United  States  (except  Alaska.  Hawaii 
and  Texas) . 

Note. — Applicant  holds  contract  carrier 
authority  in  MC  140S71,  therefore  dual 
operations  may  be  Involved.  If  a  hearing  is 
deemed  necessary,  the  aj^llcant  requests  it 
be  held  at  Dallas,  Tez. 

No.  MC  120880  Sub-No.  2) .  filed  March 
28.  1977.  Applicant:  RONALD  PEAR¬ 
SON,  doing  business  as  PEARSON’S 
EXPRESS,  132  Vale  Street,  Fall  River, 
Mass.  02724.  Applicant’s  representative: 
Ronald  B.  Pearson,  (same  address  as  ap¬ 
plicant).  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  v^cle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting:  Gen¬ 
eral  commodities  (except  those  of  unus¬ 
ual  value,  household  goods  as  defined  by 
the  Commission,  Classes  A  and  B  ex¬ 
plosives,  ccxnmodities  in  bulk  and  c«n- 
modities  requiring  special  equipment), 
between  points  in  Massachusetts. 

Note. — ^By  Instant  application  i^plicant 
•eeka  to  convert  Its  Certificate  of  B^lstra- 
tlon  In  MC  120880  (Sub-No.  1)  to  a  Certi¬ 
ficate  of  Public  Oonvenienoe  and  Neceeslty. 
If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  neceeeary,  the  appli¬ 
cant  requests  It  be  held  at  either  Providence. 
RJ.,  (H*  HartfcH'd,  Conn. 

No.  MC  12S(H8  (6ub-No.  355),  filed 
April  18,  1977.  AppUcant:  DIAMCWD 
TRANSPORTATION  SYSTEM,  INC., 
5021  21st  Street,  Racine,  Wis.  53406.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  representative:  Paul  C.  Gart- 
zke,  121  We^  Doty  Street.  Madison,  Wis. 
53703.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  v^lcle,  over 
Irregular  routes,  transporting:  Alumi¬ 
num,  aluminum  products,  and  supplies, 
materials,  and  equipment  used  in  the 
manufacture  of  aluminum  and  alumi¬ 
num  products  (except  In  bulk) ,  between 
the  plantsltes  of  Alumax,  Inc.,  located 
at  Decatur,  Ala.;  Casa  Grande,  Arlz.; 
Long  Beach,  Rivoislde,  Visalia,  Perris 
Valley,  and  Woodland,  CTallf.;  Loveland, 
Colo.;  CX:ala  and  Plant  City,  Fla.;  Peach¬ 
tree  (hty  and  Jonesboro,  Ga.;  Twin  F^lls, 
Idaho;  Chicago  and  Morris,  HI.;  Leba¬ 
non,  Bristol,  and  Franklin,  Ihd.;  McPher¬ 
son,  Kans.;  Frederick,  Md.;  Montevideo, 
Minn.;  St.  Louis,  Mo.;  Hernando,  Miss.; 
Reldsvllle,  N.C.;  Cleveland.  Ohio;  Tulsa 
and  Checotah.  Oklu.;  Stayton,  Ore.; 


Bloomsburg.  Pa.;  Mansfield,  Tex.;  Har¬ 
risonburg,  Va.;  Spokane  a^  Femdale, 
Wash.;  and  Marshfield.  Wis..  on  the  one 
htmd,  and,  on  the  other,  p^ts'  in  the 
United  States  (except  Alaska  and 
Hawaii) . 

Note. — ^If  s  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
the  iq>pllcant  requests  that  this  appUoatlcm 
be  consolidated  with  other  similar  appUca- 
tlons  at  Washmgton,  D.C. 

No.  MC  123069  (Sub-No.  16),  filed 
March  31,  1977.  Applicant:  ALLER  It 
SHARP,  INC.,  817  West  Fifth  Avenue, 
Columbia,  Ohio  43212.  A^llcant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  Thomas  F.  Kfiroy,  P.O.  Box 
2069,  Springfield,  Va.  22152.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Pickles,  pickled  tomatoes, 
sauerkraut,  and  relishes  in  vehicles 
equipped  with  mechanical  refrigeration 
(except  ccxnmodities  in  bulk),  from  the 
plantrite  of  Claussen  Pickle  Co.  located 
at  or  near  Woodstock,  HI.,  to  points  in 
Delaware.  Indiana,  Kentucky,  Mary¬ 
land  Michigan,  New  Jersey,  New  Ym-k, 
Ohio,  Pennsylvania,  Virginia,  West  Vir¬ 
ginia,  and  the  District  of  Columbia,  re¬ 
stricted  to  traffic  originating  at  the 
named  plant  site  and  destined  to  the 
named  states. 

Note. — It  a  bearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
the  iqjpllcant  requests  It  be  held  at  Chicago, 
Ill. 

No.  MC  123405  (Sub-No.  58),  filed 
April  22,  1977.  Applicant;  PCX)D 

TRANSPORT,  INC.,  RX).  No.  1, 
ThomasvUle,  Pa.  17364.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  Christian  V,  Graf,  407 
North  Front  Street,  Harrisburg,  Pa. 
17101.  Authority  sou^t  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  v^cle,  over 
irregrular  routes,  transporting:  Petro¬ 
leum  products  (exc^t  petro-chemicals) , 
in  containers,  from  New  Kensington, 
Pa.,  to  points  in  Florida  and  Georgia. 

Note. — ^If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  that  It  be  held  at  Harris¬ 
burg,  Pa.,  or  Washington,  D.C.  Common  con¬ 
trol  may  be  involved. 

No.  MC  123407  (Sub-No.  360),  filed 
March  25,  1977.  Applicant:  SAWYER 
TRANSPORT,  INC.,  South  Haven 
Square,  UB.  EQghway  6,  Valparaiso,  Ind. 
46383.  Applicant’s  representative:  H.  E. 
Miller,  Jr.  (same  address  as  applicant). 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  by  motor  v^icle,  over  Ir¬ 
regular  routes,  transporting;  Insulation 
materials,  and  materials,  accessories  and 
supplies,  used  in  the  Installation  thereof, 
fr<Hn  Earth  City,  Mo.,  located  at  Bridge- 
ton  (St.  Louis  County) ,  Mo.,  to  points  in 
the  United  States  (except  Alaska  and 
Hawaii). 

Note. — Common  control  may  be  Involved. 
If  a  blaring  Is  deemed  necessary,  the  ^>pll- 
cant  requests  It  be  held  at  either  Clevtiand 
or  Ck>lumhus,  Ohio. 

No.  MC  123407  (SubeNo.  361),  filed 
March  25,  1977.  Applicant:  SAWYER 
TRANSPORT.  INC.,  South  Haven 
Square,  UJ3.  Highway  6,  Valparaiso,  Ind. 
46383.  Applicant's  representative:  H.  K 
Miller  Jr.  (same  address  as  i^vUcant). 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 


mon  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  ir¬ 
regular  routes,  transporUng:  Insulation 
materials,  and  materials,  accessories  and 
supplies,  used  in  the  installation  thereof, 
from  Solon,  Ohio  to  points  in  the  United 
States  in  and  east  of  Arkansas,  Iowa, 
Louisiana,  Minnesota,  and  Missouri. 

Note. — Commtm  control  may  be  Involved. 
If  a  hearing  la  deemed  necessary,  the  appU- 
cant  requests  It  be  held  at  either  Cleveland 
or  Columbus,  Ohio. 

No.  MC  123407  (Sub-No.  362),  filed 
March  28,  1977.  Applicant:  SAWYER 
TRANSPORT.  INC.,  South  Haven 
Square,  U.S.  Highway  6,  Valpcualso,  Ind. 
46383.  .^Tplicant’s  r^iresentative:  H.  E. 
Miller.  Jr.  (same  address  as  applicant). 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vdiicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Cooling  rooms  (ex- 
c^  such  cotnmodltieE,  which  because  of 
siae  or  weight  require  special  equipment) , 
from  Dallas,  Tex.,  to  points  In  the  United 
States,  including  Alaska,  but  excluding 
Hawaii. 

Note. — Common  control  may  be  Involved. 
If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  neoeesary,  the  appli¬ 
cant  requeste  It  be  held  at  Dallas,  Tex. 

No.  MC  128407  (Sub-No.  328)  (Correc¬ 
tion)  ,  filed  October  6,  1976,  published  in 
the  Federal  Register  issue  of  October  29, 
1976,  and  republished  this  issue.  Appli¬ 
cant;  SAWYER  TRANSPORT,  INC., 
South  Haven  Square,  U.8.  Highway  6, 
Valparaiso,  Ind.  46383.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  Robert  W.  Sawyer  (same  ad¬ 
dress  as  applicant) .  Authority  sought  to 
(^Krate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  PaneUng.  between  the  facilities  of 
the  Pan  Amoican  Oirro-Tex  Ccmipany 
located  at  or  rwea  Jacksonville,  Fla.,  on 
the  one  hand,  and,  on  othe  other,  points 
in  and  east  of  Kansas,  Nebraska,  North 
Dakota,  Oklahoma,  South  Dakota,  and 
Texas. 

Note. — The  purpose  of  this  republlcatlon 
Is  to  Indicate  (^lahoma  as  a  destination 
state  In  lieu  of  Ohio.  Common  control  may 
be  Involved. 

Hearing:  June  1.  1977  at  Jacksonville, 
Fla.  (3  dains),  at  9:30  am.  local  time. 
A  tentative  time  allowance  is  shown  for 
this  hearing.  Location  of  hearing  rocxn 
win  be  by  subsequent  notice. 

No.  MC  123744  (Sub-No.  26),  filed 
April  1,  1977.  An>14cant:  BUTLER 

TRUCKING  COMPANY,  a  Corporation, 
P.O.  Box  88.  Woodland,  Pa.  16881.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  Christian  V.  Graf, 
401  North  Front  Street,  Harrisburg,  Pa. 
17101.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
Irregular  routes,  transp(»tlng:  Refrac¬ 
tory  products,  materials  and  supplies 
used  In  the  Installation  and  manufacture 
of  refractory  products,  between  the 
plantstte  and  facilities  of  North  Ameri¬ 
can  Refractories  Co.,  located  at  White 
Cloud,  Midi.,  on  the  one  hand,  and.  on 
the  other,  points  in  North  Carolina. 
South  Oardina,  Georgia,  nmida,  Mis¬ 
sissippi,  Alabama  and  Tennessee. 

Mote. — If  a  hearing  la  deemed  neoeaaary, 
the  applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  either 
Wsahtngton,  D.C.  or  Hsrrlsbuig,  Pa. 
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No.  MC  134306  (Sub-No.  27).  filed 
April  25.  1977.  Applicant:  KENAN 

TRANSPORT  COMPANY.  INC..  P.O. 
Box  3729.  Chapel  HiU.  NC  27514.  AppU- 
cant’s  Representative:  Richard  A. 
Mehley,  1000  16th  Street.  NW..  Washing¬ 
ton.  D.C.  20036.  Authority  sought  to  oper¬ 
ate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  ve¬ 
hicle.  over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
liquefied  petroleum  gas.  in  bulk,  in  tank 
vehicles,  from  Albermarle,  N.C.:  to  Cow- 
pens.  S.C.;  Dalton.  (3a.:  and  Nashville, 
Tenn. 

Note. — Oommon  control  may  ba  luTolved. 
If  a  hearing  la  deemed  neoeaaary,  the  appli¬ 
cant  requesta  It  be  held  In  Charlotte,  N.C.. 
or  Washington.  D.C. 

No.  MC  124326  (Sub-No.  HI).  AprU 
21.  1977.  AppUoant:  BRINK’S  IN- 

CORPORATEID.  One  CTrossroads  of  C(Hn- 
merce,  Suite  710,  Algonquin  Road  and 
Route  53,  Rolling  Meadows,  HI.  60008.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  representative:  Chandler  Lee 
van  Orman.  704  Southern  Building,  15th 
and  H  Streets.  NW..  Washington.  O.C. 
20005.  Authority  sought  to  cerate  as  a 
contract  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Coin,  car- 
rencg,  securities  and  other  rare  or  valu¬ 
able  documents  or  items  between  <3or- 
ham,  NH.  and  Lewiston,  ME,  under  a 
continuing  contract  or  contracts  with 
White  Mountain  ’Trust  (Company. 

Note. — Dual  operations  may  be  Involved. 
Common  control  may  be  involved.  If  a  hear¬ 
ing  is  deemed  neceeanry,  the  applicant 
requests  it  be  held  at  either  Boston,  Maas., 
or  Washington,  DX). 

No.  MC  124411  (Sub-No.  11).  filed 
April  15.  1977.  Applicant:  SULLY 

TRANSPORT.  INC..  P.O.  Box  185,  Sully, 
Iowa  50251.  Applicant’s  Representative: 
Antonio  Colacino,  1100  Des  Moines 
Building.  Des  Moines,  Iowa  50309.  Au- 
Uiorlty  sought  to  operate  as  a  Common 
Carrier  by  motor  vehicle  over  Irregular 
routes  in  the  transportation  of:  (1) 
Liquid  and  dry  fertilizer,  in  bulk,  from 
Pulton,  Illinois  to  points  in  Wisconsin. 
Minnesota,  Iowa,  Illinois  and  Missouri, 
restricted  to  traffic  originating  at  the 
plantsite  of  Agrico  Chemical  Company 
and  the  Pulton  River  Terminal  located  at 
Pulton.  Illinois;  and  (2)  Fertilizer  and 
fertilizer  ingredients,  fn  bulk,  (a)  from 
Jackson  Junction,  Iowa  to  Preebom, 
Mower,  Pillmore,  Houston,  Steele,  Dodge. 
Olmsted,  Winona,  and  Wabasha  Coun¬ 
ties,  Minnesota;  Buffalo,  Trempealeau, 
Jackson,  La  Crosse,  Mcmroe,  Vernon, 
Richland.  Crawford,  Grant,  Iowa,  La¬ 
fayette,  Green,  Rock,  and  Walworth 
Counties,  Wisconsin;  and  Jo  Daviess. 
Stephenson,  Winnebago,  Boone,  Carroll, 
(3gle.  Whiteside,  Lee  and  Rock  Island 
Counties,  Illinois,  and  (b)  from  Keota. 
Iowa,  to  Putnam.  Schuyler,  Scotland, 
Clark,  Sullivan,  Adair,  Knox,  and  Lewis 
Counties,  Missouri  and  Rock  Island, 
Whiteside.  Henry,  Mercer.  Henderson, 
Warren.  Knox.  Hancock,  and  Mc¬ 
Donough  Counties,  Illinois. 

Note. — ^If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
appHeant  requeeta  that  It  be  held  at  Des 
Mohies,  Iowa  or  Chloago.  minote. 

No.  MC  124662  (Sub-No.  175),  filed 
March  28.  1977.  Applicant:  SAMMONS 


TRUCKING,  a  CkirporatioKi.  PX>.  Box 
4347.  MlBBOula.  Mont.  59806.  Apidlcanrs 
representative:  J.  David  Douglas  (same 
address  as  applicant) .  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vdiicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  (1)  Metal  buildings,  knocked  down, 
and  materials,  equipment  and  supplies. 
used  in  the  construction  and  erectioti 
thereof;  and  (2)  building  materials,  from 
Watertown,  S.  Dak,  to  points  in  Cali¬ 
fornia.  Idaho.  Montana.  Nevada,  Oregon. 
Utah,  and  Washingtmi. 

Note. — Common  control  m*y  be  Involved. 
If  »  bearing  le  deemed  neoeeeary.  the  appli¬ 
cant  requests  It  be  held  at  Iflnneapolla. 
Mlnh..  or  Portland.  Oreg. 

No.  MC  124857  (Sub-No.  1).  filed 
AprU  1,  1977.  Applicant:  INTERSTA’PE 
TOWING,  INC.,  1700  S.  19th  Ave., 
Phoenix.  Arl*.  85009.  ApiUicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  A.  Michael  Bernstein.  1441  E. 
Thomas  Rd.,  Rioenlx,  Ariz.  85014.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  (1)  Disabled, 
wrecked,  abandoned,  seized,  repossessed 
and  stolen  motor  vehicles,  in  a  wrecker 
service,  and  replacement  vehicles,  be¬ 
tween  points  in  Arizona,  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in 
Nevada,  Utah,  Colorado,  Texas,  Okla¬ 
homa  and  Wyoming;  and  (2)  replace¬ 
ment  vehicles.  In  a  wrecker  service,  be¬ 
tween  points  in  New  Mexico,  Arizona 
and  California. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  Phoenix, 
Arts. 

No.  MC  124887  (Sub-No.  32).  filed 
AprU  25.  1977.  Applicant:  SHELTON 
’TRUCKING  SERVICE.  INC.,  Route  1. 
Box  230,  Altha.  Fla.  32421.  Applicanrs 
representative:  Sol  H.  Proctor,  1101 
Blackstone  Building,  Jacksonville,  Fla. 
32202.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Fertilizer 
and  Fertilizer  materials,  dry.  from  Dale 
County,  Ala.  to  points  in  the  United 
States  east  of  Texas,  Oklahoma,  Kansas, 
Nebraska,  South  Dakota  and  North 
Dakota. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  It  be  held  in  Jackaon- 
vlUe,  Fla.,  Tallahasse,  Fla.  or  Atlanta,  Oa. 

No.  MC  125010  (Sub-No.  16).  filed 
March  21.  1977.  Applicant:  OIBCO 
MOTOR  EXPRESS.  INC.,  3405  North 
33rd  Street,  P.O.  Box  312,  Terre  Haute, 
Ind.  47808.  Applicant’s  representative: 
Michael  V.  Gooch,  777  (Chamber  (A 
Commerce  BuUding,  Indianapolis.  Ind. 
46204.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
contract  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Ferro 
alloys,  from  Calvert  (31^.  Ky.,  to  Flat 
R(xUt.  Mich.,  and  Defiance,  Ohio,  imder  a 
continuing  contract  or  contracts  with 
Alrco  Alloys,  Division  of  Airco,  Inc. 

Note. — If  a  bearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
the  appUcant  requests  It  be  held  at  either 
Chicago,  ni..  or  Washington.  D.C. 

No.  MC  125368  (Sub-No.  18).  filed 
April  15.  1977.  AppUcant:  CONTINEN¬ 
TAL  COAST  TRUCKING  COMPANY, 


INC..  P.O.  Box  26.  HoUy  Ridge,  North 
Carolina  28445.  Applicant  representa¬ 
tive:  C.  W.  Fletcher,  same  address.  Au¬ 
thority  8(N]£bt  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  Irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Meats,  meat  prod¬ 
ucts.  and  articles  distributed  by  meat 
packinghouses  as  described  in  Sections 
A  and  C  of  iq?pendlx  I  to  the  report  in 
Descriptions  in  Motor  Carrier  Cer¬ 
tificates,  61  MCC  209  and  766  (Except 
hides  and  commodities  in  bulk) ,  from  the 
plantsite  and  storage  facilities  of  Swift 
Fresh  Meats  Company  at  Guymon,  Okla¬ 
homa  to  points  in  Alabama,  Georgia, 
North  Carolina,  South  Carolina,  Ten¬ 
nessee  (except  Memphis)  and  Virginia. 

Note. — If  »  hnsrtng  la  deemed  neceauuy. 
the  applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  either 
Washington,  D.C.  or  Chicago.  Illinois. 

No.  MC  126082  (Sub-No.  3).  filed 
March  31.  1977.  Applicant:  SLENTZ  * 
SONS,  INC..  R.R  No.  2.  Orablll.  Ind. 
46741.  Applicant’s  representative:  Don¬ 
ald  W.  Smith,  Suite  2465,  One  Indiana 
Square.  Indianapolis,  Ind.  46204.  Author¬ 
ity  sought  to  operate  as  a  contract  car¬ 
rier.  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Dry  fertilizer  (ex¬ 
cept  in  tank  vehicles) .  from  Butler.  Ind.. 
to  points  in  Allen,  Wood,  Ottawa,  San¬ 
dusky.  Erie,  Lorain,  Hancock.  Seneca. 
Huron,  Medina,  Wyandot,  (Trawford, 
Richland.  Ashland.  Wasme,  EUirdin, 
Mariom,  Morrow,  Knox,  Holmes.  Coshoc¬ 
ton,  Mercer,  Auglaize.  Darke,  Shelby, 
Miami,  Logan,  Champaign.  Clark,  Union, 
Madison,  Delaware.  Franklin.  Pickaway, 
Licking  and  Fairfield  Coufitles.  Ohio,  un¬ 
der  a  continuing  contract,  or  contracts, 
with  Kaiser  Agricultural  Chemical  Com¬ 
pany.  Division  of  Kaiser  Aluminum  and 
Chemical  Sales,  Inc. 

Non. — If  a  bearing  is  deeooed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requeeta  it  be  held  at  either 
Indianapolis,  Ind.  or  Chicago,  lU. 

No.  MC  126555  (Sub-No.  46).  filed 
April  21.  1977.  Applicant:  UNIVERSAL 
TRANSPORT.  INC.,  P.O.  Box  3000, 
Rapid  (Tity,  8.  Dak.  S’TIOI.  Applicant's 
representative :  Truman  A.  Sto^ton,  Jr., 
The  1650  Grant  St.  Bldg.,  Denver.  Cqlo. 
80203.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  wood 
chips,  sawdust,  bark  and  shavings,  be¬ 
tween  points  in  South  Dakota  restricted 
to  shipments  having  a  subsequent  move¬ 
ment  by  rail. 

Note. — Applicant  holds  contract  carrier 
authority  In  MC  125900  (Sub-No.  S);  there¬ 
fore  dual  <^>eratlons  may  be  involved.  Oom¬ 
mon  control  may  be  Involved.  If  a  bearing  le 
deemed  necessary,  appUcant  requests  It  be 
held  at  Riq>ld  City,  South  Dakota. 

No.  MC  127047  (Sub-No.  25).  filed 
April  25,  1977.  Applicant:  FU  RACETTE 
b  SON,  INC.,  6021  North  Broadway. 
Wichita,  Kansas  67219.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  John  E.  Jandera,  641  Harrl- 
s<Hi  Street,  Topeka,  Kansas  66603.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting  (1)  implemesU  cabs, 
bale  loaders,  combine  scanners  and  ac¬ 
cessories  for  implement  cabs,  from  the 
plantsite  and  warehouse  facillttes  of  Fhll 
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Vision,  Inc.  at  Newton  and  Peabody, 
Kansas  to  points  In  the  United  States, 
except  Hawaii  and  Alaska.  Restricted  to 
traffic  originating  at  the  plant  and  ware- 
hoiiM  facilities  of  Pull  Vlsl<m,  Inc.  (2) 
Materials  and  supplies  from  the  destina¬ 
tion  points  shown  In  (1)  above  to  the 
plant  and  warehouse  facilities  of  Full 
Vision,  me.  at  Newton  and  Peabody, 
Kansas. 

Nor. — If  a  hearing  la  deemed  necessary, 
the  i4>pllcant  requests  It  be  held  at  Kansas 
City,  Missouri  or  Wichita,  Kansas. 

No.  MC  127524  (Sub-No.  14).  ffied 
April  20,  1977.  Applicant:  QUADREL 
BROS.  TRUCKING  COMPANY,  INC., 
1603  SLart  Street,  Rahway,  N.J.  07065. 
Applicant’s  representative:  John  L.  Al- 
fano.  Esq.,  550  Mamaroneck  Avenue, 
Harrison,  New  York  10528.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Muriatic  Add,  In  bulk, 
frcHn  Baltimore,  Md.  to  Belvldere  and 
Nutley,  N.J. 

Nor. — If  a  bearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
Applicant  requests  that  it  be  held  at  New 
York,  N.Y. 

No.  MC  127602  (Sub-No.  15).  filed 
April  25.  1977.  Applicant:  DENVER- 
MIDWEST  MOTOR  FREIGHT,  INC., 
5555  East  58th  Avenue,  Commerce  City, 
Colorado  80022.  Applicant’s  representa¬ 
tive:  Michael  J.  Ogbom,  P.O.  Box  82028, 
Lincoln,  Nebraska  68501.  Authority 
sought  to  <g)erate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Meats,  meat  products, 
meat  by-products,  and  articles  distrib¬ 
uted  by  meat  packinghouses,  as  described 
in  Sections  A  and  C  of  Appendix  /  to  the 
report  in  descriptions  in  Motor  Carrier 
Certificates,  61  M.C.C.  209  and  766  (.ex¬ 
cept  hides  and  commodities  in  bulk,  in 
tank  vehicles) ,  Prom  Denver,  Port  Mor¬ 
gan,  Greeley,  and  Sterling,  Colorado;  to 
points  In  Illinois,  mdiana,  Iowa,  Kansas, 
Kentuc^,  Michigan,  Minnesota,  Mis¬ 
souri,  Nebraska,  Ohio,  South  Dakota,  and 
Wisconsin.  Restricted  to  traffic  originat¬ 
ing  at  the  named  origins  and  destined  to 
the  named  destinations. 

Nor. — ^If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  that  it  be  held  at 
Denver,  Colo. 

No.  MC  128030  (Sub-No.  115).  filed 
March  21.  1977.  AppUcant:  THE  STOUT 
’TRUCKING  CO..  INC.,  P.O.  Box  177, 
Urbana,  ni.  61801.  Applicant’s  represent¬ 
ative:  James  R.  Madler,  120  West  Madi- 
s(xi,  Chicago.  HI.  60602.  Authority  sought 
to  (gierate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Food  and  foodstuffs  in  vehicles 
equipped  with  mechanical  refrlgeraticm 
(except  commodities  in  bulk,  in  tank  ve¬ 
hicles)  ,  from  ChamE>aign,  HI.,  to  points  in 
Connecticut,  Delaware.  Maine,  Massa¬ 
chusetts,  Maryland,  New  Hampshire, 
New  Jersey,  New  York,  Pennsylvania, 
Rhode  Island,  Vermont,  Virginia,  and  the 
District  of  C(dumbia. 

Nor. — ^Applicant  holds  contract  carrier  au¬ 
thority  in  MC-S862,  therefore  dual  operations 
may  be  Involved.  If  a  hearing  is  deemed  nec¬ 
essary,  the  applicant  requests  It  be  held  at 
Mther  Chicago  at  Springfield,  ni. 


No.  MC  128217  (Sub-No.  21).  filed 
March  30,  1977.  Applicant:  REINHART 
MAYER,  doing  business  as  MAYER 
TRUCK  LINE,  1203  South  Riverside 
Drive,  Jamestown,  N.  Dak.  58401.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  Gene  P.  Jerfmson, 
425  Gate  City  Building,  Fargo,  N.  Dak. 
58102.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
contract  carrier,  by  mottM*  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Bagged 
insulation,  from  Valley  City,  N.  Dak.,  to 
points  in  Minnesota,  Mmitana,  and  South 
Dakota,  under  a  continuing  contract  with 
LePevre  Sales,  me. 

Nor. — Applicant  bolds  conunon  carrier  au- 
thwlty  in  MC  120B78  and  subs  thereunder, 
therefore  dual  operations  may  be  Involved. 
If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary,  applicant 
requests  that  it  be  held  at  Fargo,  N.  Dak.,  or 
Minneapolis,  Minn. 

No.  MC  128273  (Sub-No.  258),  filed 
March  21.  1977.  Applicant:  MIDWEST¬ 
ERN  DISTRIBUTION,  INC.,  P.O.  Box 
189,  Fort  Scott,  Kans.  66701.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Elden  Corban  (same  ad¬ 
dress  as  applicant) .  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Paper  and  paper  products,  from 
Vicksburg,  Mich.,  to  points  in  Alabama, 
Arizona,  Arkansas,  California,  Colorado, 
Florida,  Georgia,  Idaho,  Kansas.  Ken¬ 
tucky.  Louisiana,  Minnesota,  Mississippi. 
Missouri,  Montana,  Nevada,  New  Mexico, 
North  CTarolina,  North  Dakota,  Okla¬ 
homa,  Oregon,  South  Carolina,  South 
Dakota,  Tennessee,  Texas,  Utah.  Wash¬ 
ington,  and  Wyoming. 

Nor. — If  a  bearing  la  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  either 
Chicago,  m.,  or  Washington,  D.C. 

No.  MC  128698  (Sub-No.  15).  filed 
March  30,  1977.  Applicant:  ERDNER 
BROS.  INC.,  Fow  and  Leahy  Avenues, 
Swedesboro,  N.J.  08085.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  Christian  V.  Graf.  407  North 
Front  Street,  Harrisburg,  Pa.  17101. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  by  mo^  vehlde,  over 
Irregular  routes,  transporting:  Canned 
and  preserved  foodstuffs,  from  the  plant- 
site  and  shipping  facilities  of  Heinz 
U.S.A.,  Division  of  H.  J.  Heinz  Com¬ 
pany,  located  at  or  near  Fremont  and 
Toledo,  Ohio,  to  points  in  New  Jersey, 
those  points  in  that  part  of  New  Yorii 
on  and  south  of  mterstate  Highway  84, 
and  King  of  Prussia,  Oaks  and  Philadel¬ 
phia.  Pa.,  restricted  to  traffic  originating 
at  the  named  origins  and  destined  to  the 
named  destinations. 

Nor. — If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
the  appUcant  requests  it  be  held  at  either 
Washington,  D.C.,  or  Harrisburg,  Pa. 

No.  MC  129387  (Sub-No.  31).  filed 
March  22,  1977.  Applicant:  PAYNE 
TRANSPORTA’nON,  INC.,  P.O.  Box 
1271,  Huron,  S.  Dak.  57350.  APPUcant’s 
representative:  Bill  Payne  (same  address 
as  applicant) .  Authority  sought  to  oper¬ 
ate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehi¬ 
cle,  over  irregular  rout»,  transporting: 
(1)  Foodstuffs:  (2)  pharmaceutical  ma¬ 
terials,  supplies,  and  products;  (3)  chem¬ 
icals;  (4)  alcoholic  beverages;  (5)  tobacco 
products:  (6)  pet  foods;  (7)  such  com¬ 
modities  as  are  d^t  in  by  distribution 


or  consolidation  warehouses  for  the  C(»n- 
modities  described  in  (1)  through  (6) 
above;  and  (8)  exempt  commodities  when 
moving  with  regulated  commodities,  (a) 
from  Denver,  Colo.,  to  those  points  in 
the  United  States  in  and  west  of  Minne¬ 
sota,  Iowa,  Missouri,  Arkansas,  and  Lou¬ 
isiana,  and  (b)  from  those  points  in  the 
United  States  in  and  west  of  Minnesota, 
Iowa,  Missouri,  Aikansas,  and  Louisiana, 
to  Denver,  Colo.,  restricted  against  the 
transportation  of  commodities  in  bulk. 

Nor. — Applicant  seeks  to  tack  (a)  and 
(b)  at  Denver,  Colo.  If  a  hearing  is  deemed 
necessary,  the  applicant  requests  it  be  held 
-at  Denver,  Colo. 

No.  MC  129633  (Sub-No.  5) ,  filed  AprU 
21.  1977.  AppUcant:  KARL  B.  HERTZ, 
doting  business  as  KARL  B.  HER’TZ 
’TRANSPORTA’nON.  2460  North  Oarey 
Av^ue,  Pmnooa,  Oallf.  91767.  Aih>11- 
oent’s  representative:  Jerry*  Solcxnon 
Berger,  433  North  Camden  Drive,  6th 
floor,  Beverty  Hills,  Calif.  90210.  Authori¬ 
ty  sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Waste  glass  and  cvllet  for 
recycling,  in  bulk,  in  dump  type  vehicles, 
from  points  in  Arizona  to  points  in 
Ckdifomia. 

Nor. — If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary 
the  applicant  requests  that  it  be  held  in 
Pomona,  California. 

No.  MC  129742  (Sub-No.  11).  filed 
March  23,  1977.  AppUcant:  PUROLA- 
’TOR  COURIER,  L’TD.,  ValhaUa  Execu¬ 
tive  Centre.  302  ’The  East  MaU,  Isling¬ 
ton,  Ontario.  Canada  MOB  6C7.  AppU- 
cant’s  representative:  Elizabeth  L.  Hen¬ 
och,  3333  New  Hyde  Park  Road,  New 
Hyde  Park,  N.Y.  11040.  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  mo¬ 
tor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  trans¬ 
porting:  General  commodities,  moving 
in  courier  service  (except  articles  of  un¬ 
usual  value.  Classes  A  and  B  explosives, 
household  goods  as  defined  by  the  Com¬ 
mission,  commodities  in  bulk,  those  re¬ 
quiring  special  equipment,  and  such  com¬ 
mercial  papers,  documents  and  written 
instruments  as  are  used  in  the  business 
of  banks  and  banking  institutions)  (1) 
between  the  ports  of  entry  on  the  Inter¬ 
national  Boundary  line  between  the 
United  States  and  Canada  lo(»ted  at  or 
near  Mooers,  Champlain,  Rouses  Point, 
and  Trout  River.  N.Y..  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  points  in  New  York; 
(2)  between  the  ports  of  entry  on  the 
International  Boudary  line  between  the 
United  States  and  Canada  located  at  or 
near  Alburg,  Swanton,  Morses,  Richford, 
North  ’Troy,  Derby  Line,  and  Norton,  Vt., 
on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  in  Vennont;  and  (3)  between 
ports  of  entry  on  the  International 
Boundary  line  between  the  United  States 
and  Canada,  located  at  or  near  Jackman 
and  Woburn,  Maine,  (Xi  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  points  in  Maine,  re¬ 
stricted  (a)  against  the  transportation 
of  packages  weighing  more  than  50 
pounds  and  each  package  or  article  shall 
be  considered  a  separate  and  distinct 
shipment;  (b)  against  the  tran^rta- 
tlon  of  packages  or  articles  weighing  in 
the  aggregate  more  than  100  poiinds 
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from  one  consignor  at  one  location  to 
one  consignee  at  one  location.  !n  any 
on  day,  (c)  against  traffic  from  or  to 
the  premises  of  banks  and  bailing  In¬ 
stitutions,  and  (d)  to  traffic  mortng  in 
foreign  commeroa. 

ItoTE. — Applicant  bolds  contract  carrier 
authority  In  various  subs  under  MC  129466, 
therefore  dual  operations  may  be  involved. 
Common  control  may  also  be  involved.  If  a 
hearing  is  deemed  neoesaary,  the  applicant 
requests  It  be  held  at  either  Washington, 

D. C.,  New  York.  N.T.,  or  Boston.  Mass. 

No.  MC  133095  (Sub-No.  156),  filed 
April  1,  1977.  Applicant:  TESAS-^ON- 
TINENTAL  EXPRESS,  INC.,  P.O.  Box 
434,  Euless,  Tex.  76039.  Awilicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  Rocky  Moore  (same  address 
as  applicant) .  Authority  sought  to  oper¬ 
ate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Meats,  meat  products,  meat  by- 
products,  and  articles  distributed  by 
meat  pacMngfiouses.  as  described  In 
Sections  A  and  C  of  Appendix  I  to  the 
report  in  Descriptions  in  Motor  Carrier 
Certificates,  61  M.C.C.  209  and  766  (ex¬ 
cept  hides  and  commodities  in  bulk,  in 
tank  v^icles),  from  Des  Moines,  Iowa, 
to  points  in  Arkansas,  Louisiana,  Missis¬ 
sippi,  C8dahoma,  and  Texas. 

Notk. — ^Applicant  holds  contract  carrier 
authOTity  In  MC  136032  and  subs  thereunder, 
therefore  dual  operations  may  be  Involved. 
If  a  hecuing  Is  deemed  necessary,  applicant 
requests  It  be  held  at  Dallas,  Tex.,  or  (Thlca- 
go.  Ill. 

No.  MC  133570  (Sub-No.  5),  filed 
Aprtl  24,  1977.  Applicant:  MELVIN  A. 
ATKIN,  JR.,  d.b.a.  ATKIN’S  TRUCK¬ 
ING,  P.O.  Box  27,  Hamilton.  Ind.  46742. 
Applicant’s  representative:  Walter  P. 
Jones,  Jr.,  601  Chamber  of  Commerce 
Building,  Indianapolis,  Ind.  46204.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  sis  a  contract 
carrier  over  irregular  routes,  trsmsport- 
ing:  Metal  working  press,  metal  drawing 
press,  metal  rolling  machinery,  machine 
parts,  rought  castings  and  weldings  and 
gear  and  materials  and  supplies  used  In 
the  manufacturing  erf  the  items  above, 
between  Salem,  Ohio,  and  pofnts  in  the 
ccmtinental  United  States.  Restricted  to 
traffic  originating  or  destined  to  the 
plant  and  faoiiities  oi  Gulf  k  Western 
Manufacturing  Company — E.  W.  Bliss 
Division  at  Salem,  Ohio.  Restricted  to 
service  under  a  contract  with  Gulf  k 
Western  Manufacturing  Compcuiy — 

E.  W.  Bliss  Division  at  Salem,  Ohio. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary 
the  applicant  requesta  it  be  held  at  either 
Washington.  D.C.,  or  Indianapolis,  Ind. 

No.  MC  134029  (Sub-Nb.  5)  (correc¬ 
tion).  filed  January  21,  1977,  published 
In  the  Fxokkal  Rscism  'issue  of 
March  10,  1977,  and  r^Nibllshed  as  cor¬ 
rected  this  Issue.  Applicant:  SIOEL’S 
HAULTNO,  INC..  P.O.  Box  286.  Cadix, 
Ohio  43907.  Applicant’s  representative: 
Paul  F.  Beery.  I  East  Broad  Street. 
Columbus,  Ohio  43215.  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  mo¬ 
tor  vehicle,  owk-  trreeular  routes,  tnns- 
porUng:  Used  mocMfiery.  used  equip¬ 
ment,  and  materials  and  suppHes  in- 
cidential  thereto  iexcepi  commodlUes  In 


bulk,  and  iron  and  steel,  and  iron  and 
sted  artteles),  between  points  in  Boyd, 
Carter,  and  Greenup  Counties,  Ky.; 
Ashtabula,  Ottawa,  Columbiana,  Coya- 
hoga.  Trumbull,  Jackson,  Jefferson, 
Scioto,  Summit,  Lawrence,  Medina, 
Portage,  Stark,  Pike,  and  Mahoning 
Counties,  Ohio;  Beaver  and  Cambria 
Counties,  Pa.;  and  Hancock  Coimty, 
W.  Va.,  restricted  (1)  to  the  transporta¬ 
tion  of  machinery  and  equiiHnent  that 
require  dismantling  or  erection  for  pur¬ 
poses  of  transportation,  and  (2)  to  the 
transportation  of  shipments  originating 
at  or  destined  to  the  plantsite  or  facili¬ 
ties  of  The  Standard  Slag  Company. 

Note. — The  purpose  of  this  correction  is 
to  indicate  the  addition  of  Mahoning  Coun¬ 
ty,  Ohio,  which  waa  Inadvertently  omitted 
In  the  territorial  description.  If  a  bearing  Is 
deemed  necessary,  applicant  requests  It  be 
held  at  Columbus,  Ohio. 

MC  134035  (Sub-No.  IS),  filed  AprU 
24. 1977.  Applicant;  DOUGLAS  TRUCK¬ 
ING  COMPANY.  P.O.  Box  698.  Highway 
75  South.  Corsirana.  Tex.  75110.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative :  Clint  Oldham, 
*1108  Continental  Ufe  Building.  Fort 
Worth,  Tex.  76102.  Authority  is  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing,  Bakery  goods,  other  than  'frozen, 
fnxn  Corsicana.  Tex.,  to  points  in  Cali¬ 
fornia,  Colorado,  Georgia,  Illinois.  Lou¬ 
isiana.  Michigan,  Missouri.  New  York, 
Ohio,  Pennsylvania.  Tennessee,  and 
Washington. 

Note. — If  an  oral  hearing  Is  deemed  neces¬ 
sary,  applicant  requests  that  It  be  held  In 
Dallas  or  Hoxiston,  Texas. 

No.  MC  134073  (Sub-No.  17).  filed 
March  30.  1977.  Applicant:  GENOVA 
’TRANSPORT,  INC.,  484  Clayton  Road. 
Williamstown,  N.J.  08094.  Applicant’s 
representative:  George  A.  Olsen.  69  Ton- 
nele  Ave.,  Jersey  City,  NJ.  07306.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  contract 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  (1)  Canned  goods 
and  materials,  equipment  and  supplies 
used  in  the  manufacture  and  sale  of 
canned  goods  (except  commodities  in 
bulk);  and  (2)  those  commodities,  the 
transportation  of  which  is  otherwise  ex¬ 
empt  from  economic  regulations  when 
transported  in  the  same  vehicle,  and  at 
the  same  time  with  the  commodities  in 
(1)  above,  between  Glassboro  and  Wil¬ 
liamstown,  N.J.,  on  the  one  hand,  and, 
on  the  other,  points  in  Ohio  and  Maine, 
under  a  continuing  contract,  or  contracts 
with  Violet  Packing  Co.,  located  at  Wil¬ 
liamstown.  N.J.,  and  Ron  Son  Mushroom 
Products  Co.,  Inc.,  located  at  Glassboro, 
NJ. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  It  ba  htid  at  either 
Philadelphia.  Pa.,  or  Wlu>hlngton,  D.C. 

No.  MC  134286  (Sub-No.  20).  filed 
March  28,  1977.  Applicant:  ILLINI  EX¬ 
PRESS.  DfC.,  P.O.  Box  1564,  Sioux  CHy, 
Iowa  51102.  Apidicant’s  representative: 
Charles  J.  Kimball.  350  Capitol  Life 
Center.  1600  Sherman  Street.  Denver. 
Colo.  80203.  Authority  soug^  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle. 


over  irregular  routes,  transporting; 
Meat,  meat  products',  meat  by-products, 
and  articles  distributed  by  meat  pack¬ 
inghouses.  as  described  in  Section  A  of 
Appendix  I  to  the  report  in  Descriptions 
in  Motor  Carrier  Certificates,  61  M.C.C. 
209  and  766  (except  ccwnmodlties  in 
bulk) ,  from  the  plantsite  and  warehouse 
facilities  of  Krey  Packing  Company,  lo¬ 
cated  at  or  near  St.  Louis,  Mo.,  to  points 
in  Connecticut,  Delaware,  Illinois,  In¬ 
diana.  Maine,  Maryland.  Massachusetts, 
New  Hampshire,  New  Jersey,  New  York, 
North  Carolina,  Ohio.  Pennsylvania, 
Rhode  Island,  South  Carolina.  Vermont, 
Virginia,  West  Virginia,  and  the  District 
of  Columbia,  restricted  to  the  transpor¬ 
tation  of  traffic  originating  at  the  named 
origin  and  destined  to  the  above -de¬ 
scribed  states. 

Note. — (Common  control  may  be  Involved. 
If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary,  applicant 
requests  It  be  held  at  St.  Louis,  Mo. 

No.  MC  134328  (Sub-No.  4).  filed  April 
11.  1977.  Applicant:  D  &  O  TRUCKINO 
CO.,  INC.,  1450  Hamilton  Avenue.  P.O. 
Box  1004.  Wynne,  Ark.  72396.  Applicant’s 
representative:  James  N.  Clay  m.  2700 
Stoick  Building,  Memphis,  Tenn.  38103. 
Applicant  hereby  applies  lor  authority  to 
engage  m  operation,  in  interstate  or  for¬ 
eign  commerce,  as  a  contract  carrier  by 
motor  vehicle  over  Irregular  routes,  in 
the  transportation  of:  (1)  Copper  tub¬ 
ing.  rubber,  neoprene,  freon  and  prod¬ 
ucts  made  from  copper,  rubber,  neoprene 
and  freon  and  fittings,  attachments  and 
accessories  therefor  from  Wynne  and 
Colt,  Ark.,  to  p(^ts  in  the  United  States 
(except  Alas^  and  Hawaii) ;  and  (2) 
Commodities  used  in  the  manufacture 
and  distribution  of  items  listed  in  (1) 
above  friHn  points  in  the  United  States 
(except  Alaska  and  Hawaii)  to  Wynne 
and  Colt,  Ark.  Restriction:  The  opera¬ 
tions  authorized  herein  are  limited  to  a 
transportation  service  to  be  performed 
imder  a  continuing  contract  for  con¬ 
tracts,  with  Halstead  Industrial  Prod¬ 
ucts,  a  Division  of  Halstead  Industries, 
Inc. 

Note. — ^If  a  hearing  la  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requeata  that  it  be  held  at 
Memphis,  Tenn. 

No.  MC  134477  (Sub-No.  150)  (correc- 
Uao) .  filed  Primary  28,  1977,  published 
in  the  Fedkkal  Rxgistek  issue  of  April  14. 
1977,  and  republished  as  cmrect^  this 
issue.  Applicant;  SCHANNO  TRANS- 
PORTATION,  INC,  5  West  Mendota 
Road.  West  St.  Paul.  Mixm.  55118.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  representative;  Robert  P.  Sa«^ 
P.O.  Box  6010,  West  St.  Paul,  Minn. 
55118.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Materi¬ 
als.  supplies  and  equipment,  used  in  the 
manufacture  and  sale  of  clothing  and 
finished  goods,  frenn  points  in  Ddaware. 
New  Jersey.  New  York.  North  Carolina. 
Ohio,  Pennsylvania,  Rhode  Island,  South 
Carolina,  Tennessee,  and  Virginia,  to  the 
facilities  of  Munsingwear,  Inc.,  located 
at  or  near  Ashland,  Wis.,  and  Little  Falls 
and  Minneapolis-St.  Paul,  Minn. 

Note. — ^The  purpose  at  this  oocxsctioa  Is 
to  Indicate  the  addition  of  Llttls  Falla. 
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Minn.,  as  a  destination  point,  which  was  in¬ 
advertantly  omitted.  If  a  hecu^ng  Is  deemed 
necessary,  the  applicant  request<>  it  be  held 
at  Minneapolis,  Minn. 

MC  134477  (Sub-No.  161),  filed  April 

20,  1977.  Applicant:  SCHANNO  TRANS¬ 
PORTATION,  INC.,  5  West  Mendota 
Road,  West  St.  Paul,  Minn.  55118.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  Robert  P.  Sack, 
P.O.  Box  6010,  West  St.  Paul,  Minn. 
55118.  Authority  sought  to  operate  a.s  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Meats, 
meat  products,  meat  by-products  and  ar¬ 
ticles  distributed  by  meat  packinghouses 
as  described  in  Sections  A  and  C  of  Ap¬ 
pendix  I  to  the  report  in  Descriptions  in 
Motor  Carrier  Certificates,  61  M.C.C.  209 
and  766  (except  hides  and  commodities 
in  bulk),  (1)  from  Denver,  Colo.,  to 
points  in  Ccmnecticut,  Delaware,  Illinois, 
Indiana,  Iowa,  Kansas,  Kentucky,  Maine, 
Maryland,  Massachusetts,  Michigan, 
Minnesota,  Missouri.  Nebraska,  New 
Hampshire,  New  Jersey,  New  York, 
North  Dakota,  Ohio,  Pennsylvania, 
Rhode  Island,  South  Dakota,  Vermont, 
Virginia,  West  Virginia,  Wisconsin,  and 
the  District  of  Columbia;  (2)  from  Fort 
Morgan,  Colo.,  to  points  in  Connecticut, 
Delaware,  Illinois,  Indiana.  Iowa,  Maine, 
Maryland,  Massachusetts.  Michigan, 
Minnesota,  New  Hampshire,  New  Jersey. 
New  York,  Ohio,  Pennsylvania,  Rhode 
Island,  Vermont,  Virginia,  West  Virginia, 
Wisconsin,  and  the  District  of  Columbia, 
restricted  in  (1)  and  (2)  above  to  the 
transportation  of  shliHnents  originating 
at  the  above  described  (»*iglh  points  and 
destined  to  the  above  describe  destine - 
t)(Hi  points. 

Note. — ^If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Denver. 
Colo. 

MC  134477  (Sub-No.  162),  filed  AprU 

21.  1977.  Applicant:  SCHANNO  TRANS¬ 
PORTATION,  INC.,  5  West  Mendota 
Road,  West  St.  Paul,  MN  55118.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  Robert  P.  Sack. 
P.O.  Box  6010,  West  St.  Paul,  MN  55118. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Foodstuffs  (except 
ccHnmoditles  in  bulk)  fitxn  Independ¬ 
ence  and  Kansas  City,  Mo.,  to  points  in 
Connecticut,  Delaware,  Maine,  Mary¬ 
land,  Massachusetts,  New  Hampshire, 
New  Jersey,  New  York,  Ohio,  Pennsyl¬ 
vania,  Rhode  Island,  Virginia,  Vermont, 
West  Virginia,  and  the  District  of  Co¬ 
lumbia.  Restricted  to  trafBc  originating 
at  the  above  named  origin  points  and 
destined  to  the  above  named  destlnaticm 
states. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Minneiq>oli8, 
Minn. 

MC  134477  (Sub  164),  filed  April  24, 
1977.  Aw>Ucant:  SCHANNO  TRANS¬ 
PORTATION,  INC,,  5  West  Mendota 
Road,  West  St.  Paul.  MN  55118.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  represmtative:  Robert  P.  Sack, 
P.O.  Box  6010,  West  St.  Paul,  MN  55118. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier  by  motor  vehicle,  over  ir¬ 
regular  routes,  transporting  fresh  and 
processed  pork  from  Dayton  and  Wash¬ 


ington  Court  House,  Ohio,  to  ports  of 
entry  on  the  United  States-Canada 
boundary  line  at  or  near  Pembina,  ND; 
Noyes,  MN;  Blaine.  WA;  Detroit,  MI; 
Buffalo,  NY;  Hoult(m,  ME,  and  Sweet- 
grass,  MT,  when  destined  to  the  follow¬ 
ing  named  points  in  Canada:  Winnipeg. 
Manitoba;  Vancouver.  British  Coliun- 
bia;  Toronto,  Ontario;  Prederlckton, 
New  Brunswick,  and  Calgary,  Alberta. 

Note. — If  s  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  request  It  be  held  at  CToIumbus, 
Ohio. 

No.  MC  134676  (Sub-No.  5),  filed 
March  3. 1977.  Aw>licant:  H.  H.  MOORE, 
JR.,  P.O.  Box  477,  Appomattox,  Va.  24522. 
Applicant’s  representative:  Richard  J. 
Lee,  4070  Falstone  Road,  Richmond,  Va. 
23234.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  (1) 
Ground  level  steel  reservoirs  and  mate¬ 
rials,  supplies  and  equipment  used  in  the 
manufacture  of  ground  level  steel  resor- 
voirs,  between  the  plantsite  of  Flippo’s 
and  Company,  locate  at  oiu:  near  Pow¬ 
hatan,  Va.,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the 
other,  points  in  Delaware,  Florida,  Geor¬ 
gia,  Illinois,  Indiana.  Kentucky,  Mary¬ 
land,  Michigan,  New  Jersey.  North  Caro¬ 
lina,  Ohio,  Pennsylvania,  South  Caro¬ 
lina,  Tennessee,  West  Virginia,  and  the 
District  of  Columbia;  and  (2)  kyanite, 
kyanite  ore,  muUite,  mulUte  ore,  and 
materials,  supplies  and  equipment  used 
in  the  manufacture,  distribution  and 
sales  of  kyanite.  kyanite  ore,  mullite, 
mullite  ore,  between  the  facilities  of 
Kyanite  Mining  Corp.,  l(x:ated  in  I'it- 
pomattox,  Buckingham,  and  Prince  Ed¬ 
ward  Counties,  Va.,  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  points  in  California, 
Colorado,  Delaware.  Georgia,  Illinois, 
Indiana,  Kansas,  Maryland,  Michigan, 
Missouri,  New  Jersey,  New  York,  North 
Carolina.  Ohio.  Oreg(Hi,  Pennsylvania, 
South  Carolina,  Texas,  Utah,  and 
Wisconsin. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  lt>  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Richmond, 
Va. 

No.  MC  134755  (Sub-No.  104),  filed 
April  25,  1977.  Applicant:  CHARTER 
EXPRESS,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  3772,  fiftiring- 
field.  Mo.  65804.  Applicant’s  r^resenta- 
tive:  Larry  D.  Knox,  900  HubbeU  Build¬ 
ing,  Des  Moines,  Iowa  50309.  Authority 
sought  to  cerate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  v^icle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Compressed  fireplace  logs 
and  related  advertising  mat^als  and 
display  racks  in  mixed  loads  with  com¬ 
pressed  fireplace  logs,  from  Suffer. 
Virgiida,  to  points  in  Ohio,  Pennsylva¬ 
nia,  Maryland.  Kentucky,  Tennessee. 
Michigan,  Indiana,  Mississippi,  Louisi¬ 
ana,  Arkansas,  Missouri,  Illinois,  Wis¬ 
consin,  Minnesota,  Iowa,  Texas,  Okla¬ 
homa,  Kansas,  Nebraska,  North  Dakota, 
South  Dakota,  and  Coloi^o. 

Note. — Applicant  holds  motor  contract 
carrier  authority  In  MC  138398  and  sub  num¬ 
bers  thereimder,  therefore,  dual  <q>eratlons 
may  be  Involved.  Common  control  may  also 
be  Involved.  If  a  hearing  is  deemed  neces¬ 
sary,  appUcant  requests  K  be  held  at  either 
Kansas  City,  Mlssoiirl,  or  Norfolk,  Virginia. 


No.  MC  136684  (Sub-No.  35).  filed 
April  27, 1977.  Apidlcant:  BASS  TRANS- 
PORTAHON  CO..  INC.,,  P.O.  Box  391, 
Old  (Troton  Road.  Flonlngton,  N.J.  08822. 
Apidicant’s  representative:  Herbert  Alan 
Dubln.  Federal  Bar  Building  West,  1819 
H  Street.  NW..  Suite  1030,  Washingt<m. 
D.C.  20006.  Auth(Mlty  soui^t  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  Irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Cleaning  and  water  purifying  products, 
materials,  supplies  and  equlpmoit  used 
in  the  manufacture,  sale  and  distribu¬ 
tion  of  cleaning  and  water  purifying 
products,  between  St.  Louis,  MO  and 
points  in  Illinois.  Indiana  and  Ohio. 

Note. — Applicant  holds  motor  contract 
authority  in  No.  MC-87730  and  sub  numbers 
thereunder,  therefore  dual  operations  may 
be  Involved.  If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  neces¬ 
sary,  applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  either 
New  York,  N.Y.  or  Washington,  D.C. 

No.  MC  135684  (Sub-No.  36).  filed 
April  27, 1977.  Applicant:  BASS  TRANS¬ 
PORTATION  CO..  INC.,  P.O.  Box  391, 
Old  Croton  Road,  Flemington,  N.J.  08822. 
Applicant’s  representative:  Herbert  Alan 
Dubln,  Federal  Bar  Building  West,  1819 
H  Street,  NW..  Suite  1030,  Washington, 
D.C.  20006.  Authority  sought  to  cerate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting:  (1) 
Plastic  products,  except  in  bulk,  in  tank 
vehicles,  from  Hazelton,  Pa.,  to  Alabama. 
Connecticut,  Delaware.  Georgia,  Illinois. 
Indiana,  Iowa,  Kentucky.  Maryland,  Mas¬ 
sachusetts,  Michigan,  Minnesota.  Missis¬ 
sippi,  Missouri,  North  Carolina,  New 
Jersey,  New  Yw*.  Ohio.  Pennsylvania, 
Rhode  Island,  South  Carolina,  Tennes¬ 
see,  Virginia,  West  Virginia,  Wisccxisin 
and  the  District  of  Columbia.  (2)  Ma¬ 
terials,  supplies  and  equipment  utilized 
in  the  ^manufacture,  sale  and  distribu¬ 
tion  of  Plastic  Products  from  the  above- 
described  destination  states  to  Hazleton 
Pa. 

Note. — Applicant  holds  motor  contract 
authority  m  No.  MC-87730  and  sub  numbers 
thereimder,  therefore  dual  operations  may 
be  Involved.  If  a  hearing  is  deemed  neces¬ 
sary,  applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  either 
New  York,  N.Y.  or  Washington,  D.C. 

No.  MC  135874  (Sub-No.  77),  filed 
April  1.  1977.  Applicant:  L’TL  PERISH¬ 
ABLES.  INC.,  550  East  Fifth  Street 
South.  South  St.  Paul,  Minn.  55075.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  representative:  Samuel  Ruben - 
stein,  301  Nmrth  Fifth  Street,  Minneapo¬ 
lis,  Minn.  55403.  Authority  sought  to  op- 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Meats,  meat  products  and  meat  by¬ 
products,  and  articles  distributed  by 
meat  packinghouses,  as  described  in  Sec¬ 
tions  A  and  C  of  Aivendlx  I  to  the  report 
in  Descriptions  in  Motor  Carrier  Certifi¬ 
cates,  61  M.C.C.  209  and  766  (except 
hides  and  commodities  in  bulk),  from 
Eau  Claire,  Wls.,  to  points  in  the  United 
States  (exc^  Alaska,  Hawaii,  Alabama. 
Aricansas,  Florida,  Georgia,  Louisiana, 
Mississippi  and  Tennessee) . 

Note. — Common  control  may  be  involved. 
If  a  hearing  la  deemed  neoeeeary,  applicant 
requeete  It  be  held  at  either  Mlnneapolla  or 
St.  Paul,  Minn. 
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No.  MC  135944  (Sub-No.  1),  filed 
March  31.  1977.  Applicant:  RODGERS 
EXPRESS.  INC.,  1310  South  West  Street. 
Indianapolis,  Ind.  46225.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  Donald  W.  Smith,  2465  One 
Indiana  Square,  Indianapolis,  Ind.  46204. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  com- 
mon  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  regu¬ 
lar  routes,  transporting:  General  com¬ 
modities  (except  those  of  xmusual  value. 
Classes  A  and  B  explosives,  household 
goods  as  defined  by  the  Commission, 
commodities  in  bulk  and  those  requiring 
special  equipment) :  Between  Indianap¬ 
olis,  Ind.  and  Jacksonville,  ni.,  serving 
the  intermediate  points  of  Alexander, 
Arnold  and  Orleans,  Ill.,  and  serving  the 
off-route  points  of  Arcadia.  Arenzville, 
Chapin,  Clements.  Concord,  Franklin. 
Literbury,  Lynnville,  Jerome,  Meredo- 
sia,  Murrayville,  Neelys.  Nortonville,  Pis- 
gah,  Prentice,  Rees,  Station.  Rohrer, 
Sinclair,  South  Jacksonville,  Waverly 
and  Woodson.  HI.:  (1)  Prom  Indianap¬ 
olis  over  U.  S.  Highway  36  to  Jackson¬ 
ville,  and  return  over  the  same  route; 
and  (2)  Prom  Indianapolis  over  Inter¬ 
state  Highway  74  to  Champaign,  Bl.. 
thence  over  Interstate  Highway  57  to 
junction  Interstate  Highway  72,  thence 
over  Interstate  Highway  72  to  Jackson¬ 
ville,  and  return  over  the  same  routes, 
as  an  alternative  route  for  operating 
convenience  only,  restricted  in  (1)  and 
(2)  above  against  the  transportation  of 
traffic  having  an  Immediately  prior  or 
subsequent  movement  by  air. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  does  not  specify  a  location. 

No.  MC  136371  (Sub-No.  22).  filed 
March  31.  1977.  AppUcant:  CONCORD 
TRUCKINO  CO.,  INC.,  1  Soout  Av«iue, 
South  Kearny,  N.J.  07032.  Applicant’s 
representative:  George  A.  Olsen.  69 
Toiinde  Avenue,  Jersey  City,  N.J.  07306. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  con¬ 
tract  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  ir¬ 
regular  routes,  transporting:  Such  com¬ 
modities  as  are  deidt  in  or  used  by 
discount  department  stores,  between  the 
facilities  of  Lady  Rose  Division,  located 
at  Westbury,  N.Y.,  on  the  (me  hand, 
£ind,  on  the  other,  points  in  Illinois,  In¬ 
diana,  Iowa,  Michigan,  Minnesota.  New 
Jersey,  New  York,  Ohio,  smd  Pennsyl¬ 
vania.  under  a  continuing  contract,  or 
contracts,  with  Lady  Rose  Division. 

Note. — If  e  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  either 
New  York,  N.Y.  or  Washington,  D.C. 

No.  MC  136409  (Sub-No.  4).  filed 
March  24,  1977.  Applicant:  M.  A.  EL- 
LEFSON  &  SON.  INC.,  doing  business  as 
ACME  MOVING  b  STORAGE,  1615 
Nixon  Road.  P.O.  Box  5444,  Augusta. 
Ga.  30906.  Applicant’s  representative: 
Robert  J.  Gallagher,  1000  Connecticut 
Ave.,  NW.,  Suite  1200,  Washington,  D.C. 
20036.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Empty 
household  goods  shipping  containers,  set 
up  or  knocked  down,  between  points  in 
Georgia  and  South  Carolina. 


Note. — If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
appUoant  requests  It  be  held  on  a  oonst^l- 
dated  record  with  Olobal  Van  Lines,  Inc. 

No.  MC  136464  (Sub-No.  28).  filed 
March  28.  1977.  Applicant:  CAROLINA 
WESTERN  EXPRESS.  INC.,  Box  3961, 
Gastonia,  N.C.  28052.  AjmUcant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Eric  Meierhoefer,  Suite  712. 
1511  K  Street  NW.,  Washington.  D.C. 
20005.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
contract  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Floor- 
coverings  and  materials  and  supplies, 
used  in  the  installation,  manufacture, 
packaging,  and  sale  of  floor  coverings 
from  Spa:  ks,  Nev.,  to  points  in  California, 
Oregon,  and  Washington,  under  a  con¬ 
tinuing  contract  (m*  contracts  with  Bige- 
low-Sanf(»‘d  Inc. 

Note. — Applicant  holds  common  carrier 
authority  In  MC  veSSSS  and  subs  there¬ 
under,  therefore  dual  {^rations  may  be  In¬ 
volved.  If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary,  ap¬ 
plicant  requests  It  be  held  at  Greenville,  S.C. 

Mr.  MC -136818  (Sub-No.  17.  filed 
March  21,  1977.  Apidicant:  SWIFT 
TRANSPORTA’nON  COMPANY,  INC, 
335  West  Elwood  Road.  Phooiix.  Ariz. 
85041.  Applicant’s  represoitatlve:  Don¬ 
ald  E.  Femaays,  4040  East  McDowell 
Road,  Suite  320,  Phoenix,  Ariz.  85008. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  ir¬ 
regular  routes,  transporting:  Frozen 
foods,  from  Ontario,  Oreg.,  and  Burley, 
Idaho  to  Phoenix,  Tempe  and  ’Tucson, 
Ariz. 

Note. — Applicant  bolds  motor  contract 
carrier  authority  In  MC  136897  and  sub 
numbers  tbereimder,  therefore  dual  opera¬ 
tions  may  be  Involved.  If  a  hearing  Is  deemed 
necessary,  applicant  requests  that  It  be  held 
at  Phoenix,  Ariz. 

No.  MC  136828  (Sub-No.  16),  filed 
April  28,  1977.  Applicant:  CXX>K 

TRANSPORT,  INC,  P.O.  Drawer  O,  Pin- 
^n.  Ala.  35126.  Applicant’s  representa¬ 
tive:  Robert  M.  Pearce,  P.O.  Box  1111, 
Bowling  Green,  Ky.  42101.  Authority 
sought  as  as  common  carrier,  by  motor 
v^icle.  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  (1)  Fans,  fanwheels,  and  pollution 
control  equipment,  from  the  plant  sites, 
warehouses,  and  storage  facilities 
utilized  by  Barron  Industries,  Inc,  and 
its  subsidiaries,  and  sub-contracUxs,  lo¬ 
cated  at  or  near  Leeds,  Ala.,  and  Annis¬ 
ton,  Ala.,  to  points  in  and  east  of  Ari¬ 
zona,  Utah,  WycMning,  and  Montana,  and 
also  from  points  in  Alabama,  to  points  in 
and  east  of  Arizona.  Utah.  Wyoming,  and 
Montana,  and  (2)  fans,  fanwheels,  ma¬ 
terials,  equipment,  and  supplies  used  in 
connection  with  the  manufacture  or  dis¬ 
tribution  of  the  conmKxlities  named  in 
( 1 )  above,  from  points  in  and  east  of  Ari¬ 
zona,  Utah,  Wyoming,  and  Montana,  to 
the  origin  points  and  areas  named  In  (1) 
above. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  la  deemed  necessary, 
the  applloant  requests  It  be  held  at  either 
Birmingham,  Ala.,  or  Nashville,  Tenn. 

No.  MC  136899  (Sub-No.  22),  filed 
March  10,  1977.  Applicant:  HIGGINS 
’TRANSPORTATION,  L’TD.,  a  (M>rpora- 


tion,  1165  E.  Ilaseltine  St..  P.O.  Box  192, 
Richland  Center.  Wis.  53581.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Wayne  W.  WUkmi,  329 
West  Wilson  Street.  P.O.  Box  8004. 
Madison,  Wis.  53708.  AuUiority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  (1)  Atr  diffusing  and  ventilating 
equipment  and  related  attachments,  ac¬ 
cessories,  and  parts  from  Verona  and 
Madis(xi.  Wis.,  and  Sanford,  N.C.,  to 
points  in  the  United  States  (except 
Alaska  and  Hawaii) ;  (2)  materials, 
equipment  and  supplies  (except  in  bulk, 
in  tank  vehicles)  used  or  useful  in  the 
manufacture,  sale,  distribution,  or  instal- 
latkm  of  the  ccmimodities  named  in  (1> 
above,  between  Madison  and  Verona. 
Wis.,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the 
other,  points  in  Sanford,  N.C.*,  and  (3> 
urethane  products,  (a)  from  Middleton. 
Wis..  to  points  in  Illinois,  Indiana,  Iowa. 
Michigan,  Minnesota,  and  Missouri:  and 
(b)  frcxn  Council  Bluffs,  Iowa,  to  Mid¬ 
dleton,  Wis.,  restricted  to  traffic  origi¬ 
nating  at  or  destined  to  the  facilities  of 
Carnes  Company,  a  Division  of  Wehr 
Corporatlcm  in  (1)  and  (2)  above. 

Note. — If  a  bearing  U  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requeets  It  be  held  at  either 
Madison  or  MUwaukee,  Wla. 

No.  MC  138080  (Sub-No.  9).  filed 
AprU  25.  1977.  Applicant:  EDWARD  R. 
WOLFE,  doing  bsuiness  as  WOLFE 
’TRUCTKINO.  20425  Ahha  Lane,  Bend. 
Oreg.  97701.  Applicant’s  repress tative : 
Philip  G.  Skofstad,  P.O.  Box  594. 
Gresham,  Oreg.  97030.  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  contract  carrier,  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  (1)  Line  sludge,  from  points  in 
Yakima  County,  Wash.,  to  points  in 
Oregon;  (2)  Pumice  aggregate,  from 
points  in  Deschutes  County.  Oreg.,  to 
points  in  Yakima  and  Benton  Counties. 
Wash.;  and  (3).  Crushed  agri  gypsum 
rock,  from  Empire,  Nev.,  to  points  in 
Crook.  DeschutM,  and  J^erson  Coun¬ 
ties.  Oreg.,  under  ccmtinulng  ccmtracts 
with  Soil  Conditl(»iers.  Inc.,  located  at 
Zillah,  Wash.,  and  Midstate  Fertilizer 
Co.,  located  at  Redmond.  Oreg. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  la  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  that  It  be  held  at  Bend. 
Cireg.,  or  Portland,  Oreg. 

No.  MC  138157  (Sub-No.  35).  filed 
April  18.  1977.  Applicant:  SOUTHWEST 
EQUIPMENT  RENTAL.  INC.,  doing 
business  as  Southwest  Motm*  Freight, 
2931  South  Market  Street,  Chattanooga, 
Tenn.  37410.  Applicant’s  representative: 
Patrick  E.  Quinn.  P.O.  Box  82028,  Lin¬ 
coln,  Nebr,  68501.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  (1)  Florist  supplies,  paper  prod¬ 
ucts,  plastic  products,  and  novelty  items, 
and  (2)  materials,  equipment,  and 
supplies  utilized  in  the  manufacture, 
sale,  and  distribution  of  the  commodities 
named  in  (1)  above,  between  Hobart, 
Okla.;  Fredericktown,  Mo.;  Colton. 
Calif.;  and  Highland,  HI.,  restricted 
against  the  transportation  of  commodi¬ 
ties  in  bulk  and  commodities  which  by 
reason  of  size  or  weight  require  the  use 
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of  special  equipment,  and  further  re¬ 
stricted  to  the  transportatkm  of  traffic 
originating  at  or  destined  to  the  above- 
named  points. 

Note. — Applicant  holds  contract  carrier 
authMity  In  No.  MC  134150  and  subs  there¬ 
under,  therefor©  diial  operations  may  be  In¬ 
volved.  Ctommon  control  may  also  be  In¬ 
volved.  If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  nece.ssary,  the 
applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  Oklahoma 
City,  Okla.,  or  Dallas,  Tex. 

No.  MC  138157  (Sub-No.  36),  filed 
April  19.  1977.  AppUcant:  SOUTHWEST 
EQUIPMENT  RENTAL,  INC.,  doing 
business  as  SOUTHWEST  MOTOR 
FREIGHT,  2931  South  Market  Street, 
Chattanooga,  Term.  37410.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Patrick  E.  Quinn,  P.O. 
Box  82028,  Lincoln  Nebr.  68501.  Author¬ 
ity  sought  to  operate  as  a  common  car¬ 
rier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting;  (1)  Florist  sup¬ 
plies,  paper  products,  plastic  produets, 
and  novelty  items,  and  (2)  materials, 
equipment,  and  supplies  utilized  in  the 
manufacture,  sale,  and  distribution  of 
Uie  commodities  named  in  (1)  above,  be¬ 
tween  the  facilities  of  Highland  Manu¬ 
facturing  &  Sales  Co.  at  or  near  Hobart, 
Okla.,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the 
other,  points  in  the  United  States  (except 
Alaska  and  Hawaii),  restricted  against 
the  transportation  of  commodities  in 
bulk  and  commodities  which  by  reason 
of  size  or  weight  require  the  use  of 
special  equipment,  and  further  re¬ 
stricted  to  the  transportation  of  traffic 
originating  at  or  destined  to  the  facilties 
of  Highland  Manufacturing  &  Sales  Co. 

Note. — ^If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
appUcant  requests  it  be  held  at  Oklahoma 
City,  CWa.,  <x  Dallas,  Tex.  Applicant  holds 
contract  carrier  auth<»4ty  in  MC  134160  and 
subs  thereunder,  theref<H©  dual  operations 
may  be  Involved.  Common  control  may  also 
be  Involved. 

No.  MC  138304  (Sub-No.  12),  filed 
March  24.  1977.  Applicant:  NATIONAL 
PACHKERS  EXPRESS.  INC.,  3445  Pat¬ 
terson  Plank  Road,  P.O.  Box  162,  North 
Bergen,  N.J.  07047.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Craig  B.  Sherman,  1108  Kane 
Concourse,  Bay  Harbor  Islands,  Fla. 
33154.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
Irregular  rout^  transporting:  Malt 
Beverages  (except  commodities  in  bulk) , 
from  Chicago,  ni..  to  points  in  New  Yoric, 
New  Jersey.  Pennsylvania,  Maryland,  and 
the  District  of  Columbia. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  either 
Miami,  Fla.;  Washington,  D.C.;  New  York, 
N.Y.;  or  Chicago,  Ill. 

No.  MC  138382  (Sub-No.  4),  filed 
March  29,  1977.  Aw>licant:  PATTER- 
BON  COASTAL  TRANSPORT,  INC., 
70607  South  La  Grange  Road,  Frankfort, 
EL  60423.  Applicant’s  representative: 
Anthmy  E.  Young,  327  Swth  LaSalle 
Street.  CTilcago,  Ill.  60604.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  contract  carrier, 
by  motor  vdilcle,  over  Irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Textiles  and  textile  prod¬ 
ucts.  and  textile  machinery,  materials, 
supplies  and  equipment  Incidental  to.  <»* 
used  in  the  manufacture,  sale  or  distribu¬ 
tion  of  textile  products,  between  Bur¬ 


bank,  Calif.,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the 
other  points  in  the  United  States  (except 
Alaska  and  Hawaii) ,  under  a  ccmtinuing 
contract,  or  contracts  with  Varsity  In¬ 
ternational  Corp. 

Note. — If  s  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Los 
Angeles,  Calif. 

No.  MC  138446  (Sub.  No.  7).  filed 
March  28,  1977.  Applicant:  MURRAY’S 
TRANSFER  &  STORAGE.  INC.,  1011 
Floral  Lane,  Davenport,  Iowa  52802.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  representative:  Larry  D.  Knox, 
900  Hubbell  Building,  Des  Moines,  Iowa 
50309.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  route,  transporting:  Meats, 
meat  products,  and  meat  by-products 
and  articles  distributed  by  meat  packing 
houses,  as  described  in-  Sections  A  and  C 
of  Appendix  I,  to  the  report  in  Descrip¬ 
tions  in  Motor  Carrier  Certificates,  61 
M.C.C.  209  and  766  (except  hides  and 
commodities  in  bulk),  from  Davenport, 
Iowa,  and  the  facilities  of  Hygrade  Food 
Products  Corp.,  at  Chicago,  Ill.,  to  points 
in  Iowa  and  those  points  in  Missouri  on 
and  north  of  U.S.  Highway  36. 

Note. — ^If  a  hearing  la  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  St.  Louis,  Mo., 
OF  Chicago,  Ill. 

No.  MC  138635  (Sub-No.  37).  filed 
March,  24.  1977.  Applicant;  CAROLINA 
WESTERN  EXPRESS.  INC.,  Box  3961, 
Gastonia,  N.C.  28052.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Eric  Meierhoefer,  1511  K 
Street  NW..  Suite  712,  Washington,  D.C. 
20005.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Meats, 
meat  products,  meat  by-products  and 
articles  distributed  by  meat  packing¬ 
houses.  as  described  in  Sections  A  and  C 
of  Appendix  I  to  the  report  in  Descrip¬ 
tions  in  Motor  Carrier  Certificates,  61 
M.C.C.  209  and  766  (except  hides  and 
commodities  in  bulk) ,  frcNn  Wallula, 
Wash.,  to  points  in  the  United  States  in 
and  east  of  Louisiana,  Arkansas,  Mis¬ 
souri,  Iowa,  and  Minnesota. 

Note. — ^Applicant  holds  contract  carrier 
authority  in  MC  136464  (Sub-No.  3)  and  subs 
thereunder,  therefore  dual  operations  may  be 
Involved.  If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necesMwy, 
the  applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  either 
Pasco  or  Seattle,  Wash. 

No.  MC  138872  (Sub-No.  3),  filed 
AprU  1,  1977.  Applicant:  ART  ARMI- 
TAGE,  doing  business  as  ART  ARMI- 
TAGE  TRUCKING,  162  Vlmy  Rd.,  Mble 
Hill,  Truro,  Nova  Scotia,  Canada.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  represaitatlve:  Douglas  B. 
Chapman,  109  Main  Street,  Bar  Harbor. 
Maine  04609.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  contract  carrier,  by  motor  v^icle, 
over  Irregular  routes,  transporting:  Ma¬ 
terials  and  articles  as  are  used  or  use¬ 
ful  in  the  manufacture  of  tires,  between 
Woodland.  Maine,  and  the  International 
Boundary  line  betwem  the  United  States 
and  Canada  located  at  or  near  Calais, 
Maine,  restricted  to  traffic  having  a  prior 
or  subsequent  movement  by  rail,  and 
further  restricted  to  foreign  commerce, 
under  a  continuing  ccmtract,  or  con¬ 
tracts,  with  Michelin  Tires  (Canada), 
Limited. 


Note. — If  a  bearing  la  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  either 
Portland,  Maine,  or  Boston.  Mass. 

No.  MC  139254  (Sub-No.  7),  filed 
March  25,  1977.  Applicant:  BROOKS 
TRANSPORTATION.  INC.,  30650  Carter 
Road,  Solon,  Ohio  44139.  Ai^llcant’s 
representative:  Henry  U.  Snavely,  410 
Pine  Street,  Vienna,  Va.  22180.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  contract  carrier. 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  (1)  lubricating  oils  and 
greases:  carbon,  gum,  or  sludge  removing 
compounds:  automotive  filters,  valves, 
and  parts:  fender  covers:  brake  fluids 
and  compressor  oils:  antifreeze  and 
engine  coolant  preparations:  cleaning 
scouring,  washing,  buffing,  or  polishing 
compounds:  and  display  racks:  from 
Palnesville,  Wickllffe,  and  Cleveland, 
Ohio;  Marcus  Hook  and  Philadelphia. 
Pa.;  Pennsauken,  N.J.;  Evansville,  Ind.; 
Albion,  Chicago,  and  Elk  Grove  Village, 
HI.;  and  Metairie  and  New  Orleans,  La.; 
to  points  in  that  part  of  the  United 
States  on  and  east  of  a  line  beginning  at 
tlie  mouth  of  the  Mississippi  River,  and 
extending  along  the  Mississippi  River  to 
its  junction  with  the  western  boundary 
of  Itasca  Coimty,  Minn.,  thence  north¬ 
ward  along  the  western  boimdaries  of 
Itasca  and  Koochiching  Counties,  Minn., 
to  the  International  Boundary  Line 
between  the  United  States  and  Csinsida; 
suid  (2)  returned  shipments  of  the  sdxive 
commodities,  on  retuin;  restricted  In  (1) 
and  (2)  above  against  the  transportation 
of  commodities  in  bulk,  and  further 
limited  to  service  performed  under  a  con¬ 
tinuing  contract  or  contracts  with  STP 
Corporation,  of  Fort  Lauderdale,  Fla. 

Note. — (Tommon  control  may  be  involved. 
Applicant  has  pending  motor  common  car¬ 
rier  authority  in  No.  MC  142558,  therefore 
dual  operations  may  be  invedved.  If  a  hear¬ 
ing  is  deemed  necessary,  iq>pllcant  requests 
that  it  be  held  at  Washington,  D.C. 

No.  MC  139368  (Sub-No.  2).  filed 
March  30.  1977.  AnjUcant:  VERLYN  G. 
CLARK  and  WILLIAM  GENE  CLARK, 
a  partnership,  doing  business  as  V. 
CLARK  k  SON  TRUCKING,  318  Ninth 
Avenue  West,  Ashland,  Wls.  54806.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  Wayne  W.  Wilson, 
329  West  Wilson  Street,  P.O,  Box  8004, 
Madison,  Wis.  53708.  Authority  sought 
to  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 

vehicle,  over  Irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Bakery  products  and  shipping  con¬ 
tainers.  for  bakery  products,  between 
petots  in  Saint  Louis  County,  Minn.; 
P(^ts  In  Gogebic  County,  Mich.;  and 
points  In  Wisconsin  on  and  north  of  UB. 
EUghway  8, 

Note. — If  a  bearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  either  Ash¬ 
land  or  Madison,  Wls.  ^ 

No.  MC  139420  (Sub-No.  15).lBled 
March  21.  1977.  Applicant:  ART 

GREENBEStG,  doing  business  as 
GLACIER  TRANSPORT,  Box  428,  Grand 
Forks,  N.  Dak.  58201,.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative;  James  B.  Hovland.  414  Gate 
City  Building.  P.O.  Box  1637,  Fargo,  N. 
Dak.  58102.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  v^lcle, 
over  Irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Agricultural  chemicals  (except  in  bulk) , 
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from  MadisMi,  Wls.;  JacksMiville,  Ark.; 
Military,  Kans.;  Des  Moines,  Iowa;  and 
Omaha,  Nebr.,  to  points  In  North  Dakota. 

Nots.— If  a  bearing  ia  deemed  neceaeary, 
the  i4>plicant  requests  it  be  held  at  either 
Fargo,  N.  Dak.,  or  Mlnneiqralls,  Minn. 

No.  MC  139444  (Sub-No.  1),  filed 
April  21,  1977.  Applicant:  Ross  Truck¬ 
ing  Company,  a  corporation.  123  36th 
Street,  Pittsburgh,  Pa.  15201.  AiH>llcant’s 
representative:  Sheldon  Silverman,  1819 
H  Street  NW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20006. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  contract 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  (1)  General  com¬ 
modities  (except  those  of  unusual  value. 
Classes  A  and  B  explosives,  household 
goods  as  defined  by  the  Commission, 
commodities  In  bulk,  and  those  requiring 
special  equipment)  frmn  the  facilities  of 
Commonwealth  Warehouse  and  Storage. 
Inc.,  located  at  Pittsburgdi,  Pa.,  to  points 
in  those  portions  of  Ohio  and  West  Vir¬ 
ginia  on  and  east  of  a  line  beginning  at 
Cleveland,  CMilo,  and  extending  along 
Ohio  Highway  21  to  its  intersection  with 
Interstate  Highway  77,  and  thence  along 
Interstate  Highway  77  to  the  West  Vir- 
glnla-Virglnla  State  line;  and  (2)  re¬ 
turned  shipments  from  the  area  in  Ohio 
and  West  Virginia  described  in  (1)  on 
return  to  Pittsburgh;  imder  a  continuing 
contract  with  Commonwealth  Ware¬ 
house  and  Storage,  Inc. 

Notb. — Applicant  states  It  holds  a  permit 
In  No.  MC  139444  authorizing  service  for  the 
same  shipper  from  the  faculties  of  Common¬ 
wealth  Warehouse  and  Storage,  Inc.,  In  Pitts¬ 
burgh  to  points  In  Pennsylvania  on  and  west 
of  U.S.  Highway  16.  By  this  application.  It 
seeks  to  extend  Its  operations  for  the  same 
shipper  to  the  described  areas  In  CMilo  and 
West  Virginia.  If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  neces¬ 
sary,  applicant  requests  that  It  be  held  at 
Pittsburgh,  Pa. 

No.  MC  139495  (Sub-No.  226),  filed 
March  25,  1977.  Applicant:  NATIONAL 
CARRIERS,  INC.,  1501  East  8th  Street, 
P.O.  Box  1358,  Liberal.  Kans.  67901.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  representative:  Herbert  Alan 
Dubln,  1819  H  Street  NW.,  Suite  1030, 
Washington,  D.C.  20006.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motm*  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Electrical  trire  and  cable, 
from  Lincoln  and  Pawtucket,  R.I.,  Mil¬ 
ford,  N.H.,  and  Worcester,  Mass.,  to 
points  in  Washington. 

Note. — Applicant  bolds  contract  carrier 
authority  In  MC  133106  and  subs  thereunder, 
therefore  dual  operations  may  be  Involved. 
If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary,  the  ap- 
iHlcant  requests  it  be  held  at  Washington, 
D.C.  or  Seattle,  Wash. 

No.  MC  139495  (Sub-No.  227),  filed 
March  29,  1977.  Applicant:  NATIONAL 
CARRIERS,  INC.,  1501  East  8th  Street, 
P.O.  Box  1358,  Liberal,  Kans.  67901.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  representative:  Herbert  Alan 
Dubln,  Suite  1030,  1819  H  Street 

NW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20006.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  Irregular  routes, 
tran^KMrtlng;  new  furniture  in  cartons 
from  Portland.  Oreg..  to  points  in  the 
States  of  Colorado,  Idaho,  and  Utah. 


Non. — ^Applicant  holds  contract  carrier 
authority  In  No.  MC  133106  and  snbs  there¬ 
under,  therefore  dual  operattons  may  be 
invcrived.  If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  Port- 
land,  Oreg. 

No.  MC  139495  (Sub-No.  233),  filed 
April  7,  1977.  AjHiUcant:  NATIONAL 
CARRIERS,  INC.,  1501  East  8th  Street, 
P.O.  Box  1358,  Liberal,  Kans.,  67901.  Ap¬ 
plicant's  representative:  Herbert  Alan 
Dubin,  Suite  1030,  1819  H  Street  NW., 
Washington,  D.C.  20006.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregluar  routes, 
transporting:  toilet  preparations,  in  ve¬ 
hicles  equipped  with  mechanical  re¬ 
frigeration,  from  Elizabethton,  Tenn.  to 
points  in  Indiana,  Kansas,  Massachu¬ 
setts,  Michigan,  New  Jersey,  New  York, 
Ohio,  Pennsylvania,  and  Rhode  Island. 

Note. — Applicant  holds  contract  carrier 
authority  in  MC  133106  and  subs  thereunder. 
therefcM^  dual  operations  may  be  Involved. 
If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary,  the  ap¬ 
plicant  requests  It  be  held  at  Washington, 
DC. 

No.  MC  139495  (Sub-No.  234),  filed 
April  8,  1977.  Applicant:  NATIONAL 
CARRIERS,  INC.,  1501  East  8th  Street, 
P.O.  Box  1358,  Liberal,  Kan.  67901.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  representative:  Herbert  Alan 
Dubin.  Suite  1030,  1819  H  Street  NW., 
Washington.  D.C.  20006.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  prepared  animal  and  poul¬ 
try  feeds  (except  in  bulk)  from  the 
plantside  of  Doane  Products  (Tmnpany 
at  Muscatine,  Iowa,  to  points  in  Connec¬ 
ticut,  Delaware,  Maine,  Maryland,  Mas¬ 
sachusetts,  New  Hampshire,  New  Jersey, 
New  York,  Pennsylvania,  Rhode  Island, 
Vermont,  Virginia,  smd  the  District  of 
Columbia. 

Nots. — Applicant  holds  contract  carrier 
authority  In  MC  133106  and  subs  thereunder, 
therefore  dual  operations  may  be  Involved. 
If  a  bearing  Is  deemed  necessary,  the  ap¬ 
plicant  requests  It  be  held  at  Washington, 
DC. 

No.  MC  139495  (Sub-No.  235),  filed 
AprU  20.  1977.  Applicant:  NATIONAL 
CARRIERS.  INC.,  1501  East  8th  Street. 
P.O.  Box  1358,  Liberal,  Kans.  67901.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  representative:  Herbert  Alan 
Dubin,  Suite  1030,  1819  H  Street  NW.. 
WashingtcMi,  D.C.  20006.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  moUM*  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Confectionery  and  confec¬ 
tionery  products,  in  vehicles  equlived 
with  mechanical  refrigeratlcm,  from  the 
plantsite  and  storage  facilities  of  MliM/ 
Mars,  Division  of  Mars,  Inc.,  at  or  near 
Chicago,  m.  and  its  commercial  zone  to 
points  in  Ccmnecticut,  Delaware,  Maine, 
Maryland.  Massachusetts.  New  Hamp¬ 
shire.  New  Jersey.  New  YMk,  Pennsyl¬ 
vania,  Rhode  Island,  Vermont,  and  the 
District  of  Columbia,  restricted  to  traf¬ 
fic  originating  at  above-named  origins 
and  destined  to  the  above-named  desti¬ 
nations. 

Note. — Applicant  h(rids  contract  carrier 
authority  In  MC  133106  and  cube  thereunder. 


therefore  dual  opertlons  may  be  Involved.  If 
a  bearing  la  deemed  necessary,  the  applicant 
requests  It  be  held  at  Washington,  D.C. 

No.  MC  140030  (Sub-No.  4).  filed 
April  15,  1977.  Applicant:  RAY  KURTZ 
and  UNDA  FARLEY,  d(tog  business  as 
PLASTIC  EXPRESS.  P.O.  Box  5593, 
Orange,  Calif.  92667.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Jerry  Solomon  Berger,  433 
North  Camden  Drive,  6th  fioor,  Beverly 
Hills,  CA  90210.  Authority  sought  to  op¬ 
erate  as  a  contract  carrier,  by  motor  ve¬ 
hicle.  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  (A)  Lubricating  oil  and  oil  products 
and  materials,  equipment,  and  supplies 
used  in  the  storage  and  dispensing  of  oil 
and  oil  products,  (1)  from  Vemcm.  Calif., 
to  points  in  Arizona.  California,  Idaho. 
Montana.  Nevada.  Oregcm,  Utah,  and 
Washington;  (2)  from  Alameda.  Calif,  to 
points  in  Nevada  and  Oregon;  (3)  from 
Portland.  Oreg.  to  points  in  California. 
Idaho.  Montana,  and  WashingUm;  and 
(4)  from  points  in  the  Los  Angeles  Har¬ 
bor  Ccunmercial  Zone  as  defined  by  the 
Commissicm  to  Los  Angeles,  Calif.,  and. 
(B)  Pallets,  vats,  and  containers,  from 
all  destination  points  to  all  origin  points 
named  in  (A)  above,  under  a  continuing 
contract,  or  contracts,  with  the  Pennzoil 
Ccmipany. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  la  deemed  necessary 
the  applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  Los  An¬ 
geles,  Calif. 

ko.  MC  140030  (Sub-No.  5))  filed 
April  15,  1977.  Applicant:  RAY  KURTZ 
and  LINDA  FARELY,  doing  business  as 
PLASTIC  EXPRESS,  P.O.  Box  5593, 
Orange,  Calif.  92667.  An^cant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Jerry  Solomon  Berger,  433 
North  Camden  Drive,  6th  fioor,  Beverly 
Hills,  CA  90210.  Authority  sought  to  op¬ 
erate  as  a  contract  carrier,  by  motor  ve¬ 
hicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Lime,  in  c(xitainers,  from  Hmder- 
scm.  Nev.  to  Anaheim,  Calif.,  under  a 
continuing  contract,  or  contracts,  with 
LaHhbra  Products,  Inc. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  la  deemed  necessary 
the  applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  Los  An¬ 
geles.  Calif. 

No.  MC  140421  (Sub-No.  17),  filed 
hiarch  21,  1977.  Api^cant:  ACTTION 
MO’TOR  EXPRESS,  INC.,  8307  Almo- 
naster  Ave.,  P.O.  Box  29102,  New  Or¬ 
leans.  La.  70189.  Applicant’s  representa¬ 
tive:  Sandra  H.  Rbbo^n  (same  address 
as  applicant) .  Authority  sought  to  oper¬ 
ate  as  a  contract  carrier,  by  motor  vehi¬ 
cle.  over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
(1)  Paper,  paper  products,  containers, 
ends,  and  components,  from  the  plant 
site  and  warehouses  of  The  Ccmtinental 
Group,  Inc.,  located  in  Alabama,  Arkan¬ 
sas,  Georgia,  Louisiana,  Mississippi  and 
Tennessee;  and  (2)  materials  and  sup¬ 
plies  used  in  the  manufacture  thereof,  oa 
return,  under  a  continuing  contract  or 
contracts  with  The  Ccmtinental  Group, 
Inc. 

Note. — ^Applicant  bolds  common  carrier 
authwlty  In  MC  143610  (Sub-No.  2),  there¬ 
fore  dual  operations  may  be  involv^  If  a 
hearing  is  deemed  necessary,  the  applicant 
requests  It  be  held  at  either  New  Orleans  or 
Baton  Rouge,  La. 
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No.  MC  140463  (Sid>-No.  3)  (Partial 
correctton) ,  filed  January  26,  1977,  pub¬ 
lished  In  the  Federal  Register  issue  of 
March  17,  1977,  as  140643  (Sub-No.  3), 
and  r^ubdlshed  as  corrected  in  part  this 
issue  Applicant:  ORREN  J.  LEE,  2312 
Braemer  Drive  Sioux  Falls.  S.  Dak.  57105. 
Applicant’s  representative:  Mark 

Menard.  5301  N.  cniff  Ave,  P.O.  Box  480. 
Sioux  Falls.  S.  Dak.  57101.  The  purpose 
at  this  partial  repubUcatlon  is  to  indi¬ 
cate  applicant’s  correct  docket  number 
as.  140463  (Sub-No.  3)  In  lieu  of  140643 
(Sub-No.  3).  The  rest  of  the  publication 
remains  the  same. 

No.  MC  140612  (Sub-No.  16).  filed 
April  1,  1977.  Applicant:  ROBERT  F. 
KAZIMOUR,  P.O.  Box  2207,  Cedar  Rap¬ 
ids,  Iowa  52406.  Applicant’s  representa¬ 
tive:  A.  J.  Swanson,  P.O.  Box  81849,  521 
South  14th  Street,  Lincoln.  N^r.  68501. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  by  motor  v^cle,  over  irreg¬ 
ular  routes,  transporting:  Canned  goods, 
from  points  In  King,  Whatcom  and 
Skagit  Counties.  Wash.,  to  points  in  Bli- 
Dols,  Indiana,  Iowa,  Kentucky,  Minne¬ 
sota,  Ohio,  and  Tennessee. 

Non. — ^Applicant  holds  contract  carrier 
authority  In  MC  138003  and  subs  thereunder, 
therefore  dual  operations  may  be  Involved. 
If  a  hearing  to  deemed  necessary,  applicant 
requests  It  be  held  at  Lincoln,  Nebr.,  or 
Seattle,  Wash. 

No.  MC  140866  (Sub-No.  1),  filed 
March  25.  1S77,  Applicant:  HOLT 

COUNTY  TRANSPORTATTON  CO.,  a 
corporation.  Route  4,  Atidnson,  Nebr. 
68713.  Applicant’s  representative:  Br^- 
ford  E.  Kistler,  P.O.  Box  82028,  Linc(W, 
Nebr.  68501.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  contract  carrier,  by  motor  vrfiicle, 
over  Irregular  routes,  transporting:  Scrap 
metal,  from  the  facilities  of  Olson 
Brothers  Manufacturing  Company,  Inc. 
located  in  Holt  County.  Nebr.,  to  CTiicago,* 
HI.  and  Sioux  City,  Iowa,  under  a  con¬ 
tinuing  contract,  or  (xmtracts,  with  Olson 
Brothers  Idanufacturing  Company,  Inc., 
located  at  Atkinson,  Nebr. 

Nots. — ^If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  either 
Lincoln,  (m-  Chnaha,  Nebr. 

No.  MC  140849  (Sub-No.  8).  filed 
March  28,  1977.  Applicant:  ROBERTS 
TRUCKING  CO..  INC.,  U.S.  Highway  271, 
Poteau,  Okla.  74953.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Prentiss  Shelley,  P.O.  Drawer 
“G”,  Poteau,  C^la.  74953.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  contract  carrier, 
by  motor  v^cle,  over  Irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Fabrics,  piece  goods  and 
materials,  and  supplies  used  In  the  manu¬ 
facture  of  clothing  (except  cconmodities 
in  bulk),  from  points  in  Alabama,  to 
Idabel,  Pauls  Valley,  and  Frederick. 
C^la.,  under  a  continuing  contract,  or 
contracts,  with  Kellwood  Company. 

Note. — ^Applicant  holds  common  carrier 
authority  In  MC  126243  and  subs  thereunder, 
theref(H«  dual  operations  may  be  Involved. 
If  a  hearing  to  deemed  necessary,  i4)plloant 
requests  it  be  hMd  at  either  Oklahoma  City, 
Olcla.,  or  Washington,  D.C. 

No.  MC  141097  (Sub-No.  7).  filed 
March  29.  1977.  Applicant:  CAL-TEX, 
INC.,  3051  Capri  Lane,  Costa  Mesa,  Calif. 


92626.  Applicant’s  representative:  Greg 
P.  Stefllre,  700  South  Ptower  Street, 
Suite  818,  Los  Angeles,  Calif.  90017.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  (v>erate  as  a  contract 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  Irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Synthetic  yarn, 
synthetic  fiber,  and  materials  and  sup- 
lies  used  in  connection  with  the  manu¬ 
facture  thereof,  from  the  facilities,  pro¬ 
duction  and  plantsite  of  American  Enka, 
located  at  Enka  and  AshvUle,  N.C., 
demson.  S.C.,  and  Lowlands,  Tenn.,  on 
the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  the 
facilities  of  Pharr  Tams,  Inc.,  located 
at  McAdenville,  Gastonia,  Belmont  and 
Spencer  Mountain,  N.C.,  Clover,  S.C., 
Rome,  Ga.,  and  Los  Angeles  afid  Costa 
Mesa,  Calif.,  under  a  continuing  ex¬ 
tract,  or  contracts,  with  Pharr  Yams, 
Inc. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  either 
Los  Angeles,  Calif.,  Raleigh,  N.C.  or  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C. 

No.  MC  141197  (Sub-No.  18).  filed 
March  28,  1977.  Applicant:  FLEMING- 
BABCXXTL,  INC.,  4106  Mattox  Road, 
Riverside,  Mo.  64151.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Tom  B.  Kretsinger,  910  Brook¬ 
field  Bldg..  101  W.  11th  St..  Kansas  City, 
Mo.  64105.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motcM*  vehicle, 
over  Irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Mill  scale,  from  ELansas  City.  Mo.,  to 
points  In  Iowa,  Kansas,  Missouri,  and 
Nebraska. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  Kansas  City, 
Mo. 

No.  MC  141197  (Sub-No.  19).  filed 
AprU  27.  1977.  Applicant:  FLEMING- 
BABCXXK,  INC„  4106  Mattox  Road. 
Riverside,  Missouri  64151.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Tom  B.  Kretsinger,  910 
Broc^eld  Building,  101  West  Eleventh 
Street,  Kansas  City,  Missouri  64105. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  Irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Coal,  from  Nowata, 
C?ralg,  Ottawa,  I^laware,  Rogers  and 
Mayes  Counties,  CMdahoma,  to  Kansas 
City  Commercial  Zone. 

Note. — Common  control  may  be  Involved. 
If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary,  the  appli¬ 
cant  requests  that  It  be  held  at  Kansas  City, 
Mo.  or  Oklahoma  City,  Okla. 

No.  MC  141652  (Sub-No.  12).  filed 
March  28. 1977.  Applicant:  ZIP  TRUCK¬ 
ING,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  5717.  Jackson,  Miss. 
39208.  Applicant’s  representative:  K. 
Edward  Wolcott,  1600  First  Federal 
Building.  Atlanta,  Ga.  30303.  Authority 
sought  to  f^rate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  Irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Covered  copper  uAre  and 
fiuorescent  lamp  ballasts,  from  Menden¬ 
hall.  Miss.,  to  points  In  Arizona.  Call- 
foraia,  Colcxado,  Connecticut,  Maryland, 
Massachusetts,  New  Jersey,  New  Mexico, 
New  York,  Or^(m.  Peunsylvania,  Utah. 
Virginia,  and  Washington. 

Note. — The  purpose  of  this  application  Is 
to  convert  iq>pUcant*8  contract  carrier  au¬ 
thority  to  a  common  carrier  authority. 
Applicant  holds  contract  carrier  authority  In 
MC  138807  and  subs  thereunder,  therefore 
dual  operations  may  be  Involved.  If  a  hear¬ 


ing  Is  deemed  necessary,  iq>plicaDt  requests 
It  be  held  at  either  New  Twk-  City,  N.T.,  or 
Washington,  D.C. 

No.  MC  141632  (Sub-No.  15).  filed 
April  15,  1977.  Applicant:  ZIP  TRUCK¬ 
ING,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  5717,  Jackson,  Miss. 
39208.  Applicant’s  representative:  K.  Ed¬ 
ward  Wolcott,  1600  First  Federal  Bldg., 
Atlanta,  Ga.  30303.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Cleaning  compounds  and  toiletries 
(except  commodities  In  bulk) ,  from 
Jackson,  Miss.,  to  points  in  Arizema, 
California.  Colorado.  Nevada,  New  Mex¬ 
ico,  Oklahoma,  Oregon.  Texas.  Utah  and 
Washington,  restricted  to  the  transpor¬ 
tation  of  traffic  originating  at  the  facili¬ 
ties  of  American  Cyanamld  CiHnpany  lo¬ 
cated  at  the  above  named  origin  and 
destined  to  the  above  named  destina- 
titms. 

Note. — Applicant  states  the  purpose  of 
filing  Is  to  convert  existing  contract  carrier 
authority  In  MC-138807  to  common  carrier 
authority.  Applicant  hedds  contract  carrier 
authority  In  No.  MC)-138807  and  subs  there¬ 
under.  therefore  dual  operations  may  be  In¬ 
volved.  If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary  the 
applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  either  New 
York  City,  N.T.  or  Washington.  D.C. 

No.  MC  141865  (Sub-No.  3).  filed  AprU 
1.  1977.  Applicant:  B.  R.  ELLIS,  doing 
business  as  ACTION  DELIVERY  SERV¬ 
ICE,  3021  Pinewood  Drive,  ArUngton, 
Tex.  76010.  Applicant’s  representative: 
Clayte  Blnlon,  1108  Continental  Life 
BuUding,  Fort  Worth,  Tex.  76102.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  contract 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  Irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Such  merchandise 
as  as  is  marketed  by  home  products  dis¬ 
tributors.  from  the  warehouse  and  stor¬ 
age  faculties  of  Amway  Corporation,  lo¬ 
cated  at  Arlington,  Tex.,  to  points  in 
Iowa,  Montana.  Nebraska.  North  Da¬ 
kota,  South  Dakota  and  Wyoming, 
under  a  continuing  ccmtract,  or  con¬ 
tracts,  with  Amway  Corporation. 

Note. — ^If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
the  iqtplicant  requests  It  be  held  at  Dallas, 
Tex. 

No.  MC  141958  (Sub-No.  1),  filed: 
AprU  29,  1977.  Applicant:  FEDCO 

FREIGHTLINES.  INC.,  P.O.  Box  422, 
Route  32  South,  Effingham,  Hlinois  62401. 
Applicant’s  representative:  Robert  T. 
Lawley,  300  Relsch  Bldg.,  Springfield, 
Illinois  62701.  Authority  sought  to  oper¬ 
ate  as  a  contract  carrier,  by  motor  vehi¬ 
cle.  over  irregular  routtt,  transporting: 
(a)  air  conditioners,  furnaces,  dishwash¬ 
ers,  washers,  dryers,  dry  cleaners,  centred 
air  conditioning  i^iits,  heating  units,  air 
cleaners,  humidifiers,  euid  materials  and 
suppUes  used  In  the  memufacture, 
production  and  distribution  thereof 
(except  commodities  in  bulk),  between 
the  piantslte  of  Fodders  OonxHation 
at  Effinghflin,  Illinois,  on  the  one  hand, 
ftjtd  on  the  other,  points  in  Alabama. 
Arizona,  Arkansas,  CTallfomla,  Con¬ 
necticut  Delaware,  District  of  Oolum- 
Horlda,  Georgia,  Indiana,  Iowa, 
Kansas.  Kentucky,  Louisiana,  Maine, 
Maryland,  Massachusetts,  Michigan. 
Minnesota,  Mississippi,  Missouri,  Ne¬ 
braska,  Nevada,  New  Hampshire,  New 
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Jersey,  New  York,  New  Mexico,  No.  Caro- 
No.  Dakota,  CAlo.  CMJahoma,  Penn* 
sylvanla,  Rhode  Island.  So.  Cantina,  So. 
Dakota,  Tennessee.  Texas,  Vennont,  Vir¬ 
ginia,  West  Virginia,  Wisconsin;  and, 
(b)  steel  laminations  from  Chicago.  Illi¬ 
nois  to  the  plant-site  of  RM.R.  Oorpora- 
tion  at  Elkton,  Maryland;  and  (c) 
materials  and  supplies  used  In  the  manu¬ 
facture,  production  and  distribution  of 
air  conditl<mers,  furnaces,  dishwashers, 
washers,  dryers,  dry  cleaners,  central 
air  conditioning  imlts,  heating  units,  air 
cleaners  and  humidifiers  (except  com¬ 
modities  in  bulk) ,  between  the  plant-site 
of  Fedders  Corporation  at  Effingham, 
Illinois,  the  plant-site  of  Fedders  Cor¬ 
poration  at  Edison,  New  Jersey,  the 
plant-site  of  Fedders  Corporation  at 
Frederick,  Maryland,  the  plant-site  of 
R.MJI.  Corporation  at  Elkton,  Mary¬ 
land;  and  (d)  air  conditioners,  fmnaces, 
dishwashers,  washers,  dryers,  dry  clean¬ 
ers,  central  air  conditioning  units,  heat¬ 
ing  units,  air  cleaners  and  humidifiers, 
from  Edison,  New  Jersey  to  points  in 
Illinois,  Indiana,  Michigan,  Missouri, 
Ohio,  Tennessee  and  Wisconsin;  and, 
(e)  aluminum,  from  Huntingdon,  Ten¬ 
nessee  to  Edison,  New  Jersey,  under  a 
continuing  contract  or  contracts  with 
Fedders  (Corporation,  located  at  Effing¬ 
ham,  Illinois. 

Nor. — If  a  hearing  la  deemed  neoesaary, 
applicant  requests  that  It  be  held  at  St. 
Louis,  Missouri  or  Springfield,  Illinois. 

No.  MC  142113  (Sub-No.  2),  filed 
March  31,  1977.  Applicant:  CHESTER  A. 
RICHMOND,  SR.,  doing  business  as 
RICHMOND  CARTAGE,  Box  337, 
Cralgsvllle.  W.  Va.  26205.  Applicant’s 
representative:  John  M.  Friedman,  2930 
Putnam  Avenue.  Hurricane.  W.  Va. 
25526.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
regular  routes,  transporting:  General 
commodities  (except  commodities  in 
bulk.  Classes  A  and  B  explosives,  house- 
h(dd  goods  as  defined  by  the  Commission, 
and  those  requiring  special  equipment) , 
(1)  between  SummersviUe,  W.  Va.  and 
Union,  W.  Va.,  serving  all  intermediate 
points,  and  serving  the  off -route  points 
of  Fayette.  Raleigh,  Summers,  and 
Monroe  Coimtles,  W.  Va.;  From  Sum- 
mersvllle  over  n.S.  Highway  19  to  Hlco, 
thence  over  U.S.  Highway  60  to  Junction 
UB.  Highway  21  at  Chimney  Conners, 
thence  over  U.S.  Highway  21  to  Beckley, 
thence  over  West  Virginia  Highway  3  to 
Pickaway,  thence  over  UB.  Highway  219 
to  Union;  (2)  between  Charleston,  W.  Va. 
and  Cralgsvllle,  W.  Va.:  From  Charles¬ 
ton  over  U.S.  Highway  60  to  Oauley 
Bridge,  thence  over  West  Virginia  High¬ 
way  39  to  junction  West  Virginia  High¬ 
way  41,  thence  over  West  Virginia  High¬ 
way  41  to  Cralgsvllle.  as  an  alternate 
route  for  operating  convenience  only  in 
connection  with  applicant’s  presently 
held  authority. 

Note. — It  a  heaiiug  Is  deemed  neceasary, 
the  applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  either 
Charleston,  W.  Va.  or  0>lumbas.  Ohio. 

No.  MC  142118  (Sub-No.  4).  filed 
March  29.  1977.  Applicant:  VAU^ 
TRUCKING.  INC..  Rlt.  No.  2  Box  55. 


Fargo.  N.  Dak.  58102.  Applicant’s  repre- 
sentaUve:  Edward  A.  O’Donndl,  1004 
29th  St..  Skxix  City.  Iowa  51104.  Authw- 
Ity  sought  to  operate  as  a  oamtmct  car¬ 
rier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  Irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Hides,  from  the 
plantslte  of  FTavorland  Industries,  Inc., 
located  at  or  near  West  Fargo,  N.  Dak., 
to  Sergeant  Bluff  and  Sioux  City,  Iowa, 
under  a  continuing  contract,  or  con- 
"baots,  with  Flavorland  Industries,  Inc. 

Note. — It  a  bearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  either 
Fargo,  N.  Dak.  or  Denver.  Oolo. 

No.  MC  142186  (Sub.-No.  5).  filed 
April  21.  1977.  Applicant:  WHEELS 
WEST.  INC.,  612, 159th  Place  South  East. 
Bellevue,  Washington  98008.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Henry  C.  Wlnt«^.  235 
Evergreen  Building,  Renton,  Washington 
98055.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
contract  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Tire  shop 
equipment  and  supplies,  and  parts  and 
accessories  for  autmnobiles,  for  trucks, 
for  utility  trailers,  for  mobile  homes,  and 
for  off -road  pneumatic-tired  machinery 
from  points  in  Illinois,  Indiana.  Ken- 
tuclQr,  Michigan,  Ohio,  and  Pennsylvania 
to  points  in  California,  Idaho,  Montana, 
Oregon,  Utah  and  Washington,  restricted 
to  a  transpcxrtation  service  to  be  per¬ 
formed  under  a  continuing  contract  with 
Rivco  Pacific,  Inc.  of  Portland.  Oregon. 

Note. — If  a  hearlug  is  deemed  neceasary. 
the  applicant  requests  that  It  be  held  at 
Seattle,  Wash. 

No.  MC  142239  (Sub-No.  8).  filed 
March  30,  1977.  Applicant:  WASHING¬ 
TON  TRANSPORTATION  CO.,  a  cor¬ 
poration,  1717  North  70  th  Avenue, 
Omaha.  Nebr.  68104.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Edward  A.  O’Donnell,  1004 
29th  St.,  Sioux  City,  Iowa  51104.  Author¬ 
ity  sought  to  operate  as  a  contract  car¬ 
rier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Meat,  meat  prod¬ 
ucts,  meat  by-prodticts,  and  articles  dis¬ 
tributed  by  meat  packinghouses,  as  de¬ 
scribed  in  Sections  A  and  C  of  Appendix 
I  to  the  report  in  Descriptions  in  Motor 
Carrier  Certificates,  61  M.C.C.  209  and 
766  (except  commodities  in  bulk,  and 
hides),  from  the  facilities  of  Great 
Plains  Beef  Co.,  located  at  or  near  Coun¬ 
cil  Bluffs,  Iowa,  smd  Omaha,  Nebr.,  to 
points  in  Connecticut,  Delaware.  Maine, 
Maryland,  Massachusetts,  Michigan. 
New  Hampshire,  New  Jersey,  New  Ym-k, 
North  Carolina,  Ohio,  Pennsylvania, 
Rhode  Island,  South  Carolina,  Vermont. 
Virginia.  West  Virginia,  and  the  District 
of  Columbia,  restricted  to  a- transporta¬ 
tion  service  to  be  performed  under  a  con¬ 
tinuing  contract  or  contracts,  with  Great 
Plains  Beef  Co. 

Nora. — If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
^pUcant  requests  It  be  held  at  Oasaha.  Nebr. 

No.  MC  142343  (Sub-No.  1),  filed 
Aplll  25.  1977.  Applicant:  JOSEPH 
MAORI,  doing  business  as  J  &  M 
TRUCKING,  8237  West  Mexico,  Lake- 
wood,  Colorado  80226.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  J(^n  T.  WbUi,  2310  Colorado 
State  Bank  Building,  1800  Broadway. 
Denver.  Colorado  80202.  Authority  soi«ht 


to  operate  as  a  contract  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing;  Offal  in  bulk:  and  dead  animals, 
hides,  fat,  bones  and  grease,  from  points 
In  Arizona,  (?(riorado,  Idaho,  Kansas,  Ne¬ 
braska,  New  Mexico.  Oklahoma.  South 
Dakota,  Texas,  Utah  and  Wymnlng,  to 
Denver,  Colorado.  Restricted  to  traffic 
originating  at  or  destined  to  the  facilities 
utilized  by  Denver  Recycling  Co.,  and  un¬ 
der  a  continuing  contract  or  contracts 
with  Denver  Recycling  Co. 

Nor. — If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
the  ^pUcant  requests  that  It  be  held  at 
Denver.  Oolo. 

No.  MC  142625  (Sub-No.  1).  filed 
April  20.  1977.  Applicant:  DUANE  M. 
CAMPBELL,  doing  business  as  CAMP¬ 
BELL  TRUCK.  1902  Tldelands  Avenue. 
National  Cfity,  California  92050.  AppU- 
cant’s  representative:  Fred  H.  Macken- 
sra,  9454  WUshire  Boulevard,  Suite  400, 
Beverly  Hills,  Calif.  90212.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  contract  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Lumber  and  forest  prod¬ 
ucts,  between  National  City.  California, 
on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points 
in  Arizona,  imder  a  continuing  contract, 
or  contracts,  with  Dixieline  Lumber  Co. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  is  demeed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  San  Diego  or 
Los  Angeles,  Calif. 

No.  MC  142670  (Sub-No.  i).  filed  April 
20.  1977.  Applicant:  O.SB..  INC..  17402 
Paiiter  Drive,  Tustin,  California  92680. 
An>licant’s  representative:  William  J. 
Augello,  Esq,  120  Main  Street,  P.O.  Box 
Z,  Huntington,  New  Yoilc  11743.  Author- 
1^  sought  to  operate  as  a  contract  car¬ 
rier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Neuj  furniture,  un¬ 
crated  or  crated,  with  or  without  glass, 
upholstered  or  unupholstered:  (1)  From 
Gaston  and  Pendleton,  Oregon  and  Au¬ 
burn.  Battleground  and  Walla  Walla, 
Washington  to  points  in  California  and 
Arizona,  imder  a  continuing  contrtict,  or 
contracts,  with  Harris  Pine  Mills,  located 
at  Pendleton,  Oreg. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  that  It  be  held  at  Los  An¬ 
geles,  California. 

No.  MC  142674  (Sub-No.  1).  filed 
March  25.  1977.  Applicant:  TERRY  D. 
BROWN,  doing  business  as  RDM  DE¬ 
LIVERY  SERVICE,  4612  N.  River  Rd.. 
Schiller  Park,  m.  60176.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  Thomas  J.  Peterman,  6800 
River  Road.  Suite  100,  Rosemont,  HI. 
60018.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
contract  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Medical 
isotopes,  medical  test  kits,  radioactive 
drugs  and  radiotdiarmaceuticals,  be¬ 
tween  Chicago.  HI.;  Milwaukee,  Wis.; 
and  Indianapolis,  Ind.,  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  points  in  Illinois.  In¬ 
diana  and  Wisctmsin,  restricted  to  shlp- 
mente  having  a  prior  movement  by  air. 
und^  contract  with  New  England  Nu¬ 
clear  Oorporation. 

Nor — ^If  a  bsaring  Is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Chicago,  lU. 

No.  MC  142680  (Sub-NO.  S),  filed 
March  25,  1977.  AppUcaai:  REM 
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TRANSPORT  CO.,  INC.,  25-36  Jackscn 
Avenue,  Long  Island  City,  N.T.  11101. 
Applicant’s  representative:  Harold 
Sacks,  19  West  44th  Street.  New  Yoi^, 
N.Y.  10036.  Authority  sought  to  (^rate 
as  a  contract  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transp>orting:  (1) 
Film,  sheeting  and  chemicals  (except  in 
bulk),  from  the  plantsites  of  Tenneco 
Chemicals,  located  at  Piscataway,  N.J., 
to  points  in  Suffolk,  Middlesex  and  Nor¬ 
folk  Coimties,  Mass.;  (2)  film,  sheeting 
and  Chemicals  (except  in  bulk),  from 
the  plantsites  of  Tenneco  Chemicals,  lo¬ 
cated  at  Piscataway,  N.J.,  to  New  York, 
N.Y.,  and  points  in  Nassau  and  Suffolk 
Counties,  N.Y.;  and  (3)  film,  sheeting 
and  chemicals  and  materials,  supplies 
and  equipment,  used  in  the  manufacture, 
distribution  and  packaging  thereof  (ex¬ 
cept  in  bulk) ,  from  points  in  Norfolk  and 
Suffolk  Counties,  Mass.,  to  New  York, 
N.Y.;  points  in  Nassau  and  Suffolk  Coun¬ 
ties,  N.Y.;  and  points  in  Middlesex,  Pas¬ 
saic.  Essex,  and  Union  Counties,  N.J., 
imder  a  continuing  contract  or  contracts 
with  Tenneco  Chemicals,  Inc.,  located 
at  Piscataway,  N.J. 

Note. — ^If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  New  York, 
N.Y.,  or  Washington,  D.C. 

MC  142715  (Sub-No.  5),  filed  April 
17,  1977.  Applicant:  LENERTZ,  INC.,  411 
Northwestern  National  Bank  Bldg.,  South 
St.  Paul,  Minnesota  55075.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Andrew  R.  Clark,  1000 
First  National.  Bank  Bldg.,  Minneapolis, 
Minnesota  55402.  Authority  sought  to  op¬ 
erate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  ve¬ 
hicles,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Meat,  meat  products,  meat  by-prod¬ 
ucts,  and  articles  distributed  by  meat 
packinghouses,  as  described  in  Sections 
A  and  C  of  Appendix  1  to  the  report  in 
Descriptions  in  Motor  Carrier  Certifi¬ 
cates, _  61  M(X7  209  and  766  (except  hides 
and  commodities  in  bulk) .  From  St.  Paul, 
Minnesota  to  points  in  Illinois,  Michigan, 
and  Wisconsin. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Minneapolis- 
St.  Paul,  Minn. 

No.  MC  142766  (Sub-No.  4),  filed 
March  31,  1977.  Applicant:  WHITE  TI¬ 
GER  TRANSPORTAnON,  INC.,  115  Ja¬ 
cobus  Ave.,  Kearny,  N.J.  07032.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  George  A.  Ol^n, 
69  Tonnele  Avenue,  Jersey  City,  N.J. 
07306.  Authority  soucdit  to  operate  as  a 
contract  carrier,  by  motor  vdiicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  (1)  Plas¬ 
tic  articles,  school  and  office  supplies; 
and  (2)  supplies,  equipment  and  mate¬ 
rials  used  in  the  manufacture  and  sale 
of  the  commodities  named  in  (1)  above 
(except  ccxnmoditles  in  bulk),  between 
the  facilities  of  Sterling  Plastics  Co.,  lo¬ 
cated  at  Mountainside,  N.J.  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  (« the  other.  City  of  Industry, 
Redcmdo  Beach,  Los  Angles,  and  San 
Francisco,  Calif.;  Miami,  St.  Petersburg, 
Fla.;  Itosca  and  Chicago,  HI.;  Baltimore, 
Md.;  Bost(xi and  Beabody,  Mass.;  Blocxn- 
ington  and  Minne^wlis,  Minn.;  Portland, 
Greg.;  Philadelphia,  Pa.;  Houston,  Tex.; 
Seattle,  Wash,  and  Manitowoc,  Wis.,  un- 
_  der  a  ccmtinulng  «(mtract,  or  ccmtracts. 


with  Sterling  Plastics  Co.,  located  at 
Mountainside,  N.J. 

NoTK.— If  a  hearing  la  deemed  necessary, 
the  i^pllcant  requests  It  be  held  at  either 
New  York,  N.T.  or  Washington,  D.O. 

No.  MC  142772  (Sub-No.  2) ,  filed 
March  28,  1977.  AppUcant:  HRDLICKA 
ENTERPRISES,  INC.,  Route  7,  Box  59, 
CThippewa  Falls,  Wis.  54729.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Roderick  A.  Cameron, 
101  N.  Broadway,  Stanley,  Wis.  54768. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  (1)  Building  and 
roofing  slabs,  tile  and  panels,  and  related 
materials,  parts,  supplies  and  accessories, 
from  Cornell,  Wis.,  to  points  in  Colorado, 
Iowa,  Kansas,  Minnesota,  Missouri,  Ne¬ 
braska,  North  Dakota,  South  Dakota,  the 
Upper  Peninsula  of  Michigan,  and  Wis¬ 
consin,  restricted  to  shipments  having  a 
subsequent  movement  in  interstate  com¬ 
merce  by  rail  or  water;  and  (2)  wood 
fabricated  components  for  cabinets  and 
store  fixtiu-es,  wood  building  materials 
and  lumber,  and  materials  used  or  useful 
in  the  transportation  and  installation  of 
these  commodities,  from  Chippewa  Falls, 
Wis.,  to  points  in  Illinois,  Indiana,  Iowa, 
and  Minnesota. 

Note. — ^If  a  hearing  la  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  either  Eau 
Claire,  Wis.,  or  Minneapolis,  Minn. 

No.  MC  143002  (Sub-No.  1),  filed 
March  28,  1977.  Applicant:  C.D.B.,  In¬ 
corporated,  5170  36th  Street,  S.E.,  Grand 
Rapids,  Michigan  49508.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  Karl  L.  Getting,  1200  Bank 
of  Lansing  Building,  Lansing,  Mich. 
48933.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
contract  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  household 
and  personal  care  products  and  related 
items  and  materials  and  supplies  used  in 
the  manufacture  and  distribution  there¬ 
of,  between  Ada,  Michigan,  on  the  one 
hand  and  on  the  other,  Santa  Ana,  Los 
Angeles,  Buena  Park,  Torrance  and  La 
Mirada,  California;  Portland,  Oregon; 
Arlington,  Texas;  Atlanta,  Georgia;  and 
Dayton,  Jamesburg  and  Secaucus,  New 
Jersey  under  continuing  contract  with 
the  Amway  Corporation  located  at  Ada, 
Michigan. 

Note. — Applicant  is  under  common  con¬ 
trol  with  Bruce  Cartage,  Inccupcmted,  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier  holding  authority  in  MC  96164 
and  sub-numbers  thereto.  Therefore,  dual 
operations  may  be  involved.  Common  control 
may  be  involved.  If  a  hearing  is  deemed  nec¬ 
essary,  Applicant  requests  that  it  be  held  at 
Grand  Rapids,  Michigan  or  Lansing,  Michi¬ 
gan. 

No.  MC  143028  (Sub-No.  1),  filed  April 
1, 1977.  AivUcant:  CHRYSLER  TRANS¬ 
PORT,  INC.,  8555  Lynch  Road,  petrolt, 
Mich.  48288.  Ai^licsmt’s  representative: 
L.  D.  Blanchard  (same  address  as  appli¬ 
cant).  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  contract  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Automo¬ 
tive  parts,  components,  racks,  materials, 
equipment  supplies,  and  such  commodi¬ 
ties  as  are  used  in  the  assembly  and 
manufacture  of  automobiles,  and  related 
equipment,  between  Detroit,  Marysville, 
Port  Huron,  Trenton,  Sterling  HeUdits, 


Mt.  Clemens.  Rochester.  Pontiac.  Troy. 
Northville.  Plymouth,  Chelsea,  and  Ann 
Arbor,  Mich.,  and  ports  of  entry  on  the 
Intematicmal  Boundary  line  between  the 
United  States  and  Canada  located  at 
points  in  Michigan,  for  furtherance  to 
the  Province  of  Ontario,  Canada,  under 
a  continuing  contract,  or  contracts,  with 
Chryder  Corporation  and  Chrysler  Can¬ 
ada,  Ltd. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  Detroit, 
Mich. 

No.  MC  143057,  filed  March  14.  1977. 
Applicant:  MARSHALL  TRUCaONG 
CO.,  INC.,  12  Middle  Road,  Westville, 
NJI.  03865.  Applicant’s  representative: 
Frank  Crosson,  100  State  Street,  Boston, 
Mass.  02109.  Authority  sought  to  oper¬ 
ate  as  a  contract  carrier,  by  motor  ve¬ 
hicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Materials  as  are  used  in  the  manufac¬ 
ture  of  furniture  and  cabinets,  from 
points  in  Maine,  New  Hampshire,  Ver¬ 
mont,  Massachusetts,  Rhode  Island, 
Connecticut,  New  York,  Pennsylvania, 
Delaware,  Maryland,  New  Jersey  and 
Virginia,  to  points  in  Colorado  and  those 
points  in  the  United  States  in  and  east 
of  Minnesota.  Iowa,  Missouri,  Arkansas 
and  Texas,  under  a  continuing  contract, 
or  contracts,  with  Marshall  Company, 
Inc.  If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  it  be  held  at 
Washington,  D.C. 

No.  MC  143058,  filed  March  17,  1977. 
Applicant:  TRANS  WEST  CARRIERS. 
INC.,  1231  North  Blue  Gum  Street,  Ana- 
helm,  Calif.  92806.  Applicant’s  represen¬ 
tative:  Jerry  Solomon  Berger,  433  North 
Camden  Drive,  6th  floor,  Beverly  Hills, 
Calif.  90210.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  contract  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Plumbers  goods,  from  the  plantsite  and 
storage  facilities  utilized  by  Norris  In¬ 
dustries,  Plumbing  Fixture  Division,  lo¬ 
cated  at  or  near  the  City  of  Industry, 
Calif.,  to  points  in  California,  Idaho, 
Oregon,  and  Washington,  under  a  con¬ 
tinuing  contract  or  contracts  with  Nor¬ 
ris  Industries. 

Note. — If  s  bearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  either 
City  of  Industry  or  Los  Angeles,  Calif. 

No.  MC  143097,  filed  March  30,  1977. 
Applicant:  EGGS  INCORPORATED,  27 
East  Square,  Washington,  Ga.  30673.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  representative:  Donald  T.  jstek, 
Jr..  1550  Tower  Building,  Little  Rock, 
Ark.  72201.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  contract  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting:  Beer 
and  malt  beverages  (except  in  bulk), 
from  Ft.  W(MrUi.  Tex.,  to  Little  Rock, 
Ark.,  under  a  continuing  contract  or  con¬ 
tracts  with  Twin  City  Beverage  Com- 
psuiy. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Little 
Rock.  Ark. 

No.  MC  143099,  filed  March  30,  1977. 
Applicant:  J(^N  T.  DODD,  SR.,  dcring 
business  as  DODD  TRUCKINO  k  LEAS¬ 
ING  CO.,  1374  Lake  Avenue.  Pasadena, 
Md.  21122.  Api^cant’s  rei»'esentatlve: 
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Harold  P.  Boss.  1100  Seventeenth  8L, 
NW^  Washljigton.  D.C.  20036.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  contract  carrier, 
by  motM-  vehicle,  over  Irregular  routes, 
transporting:  (1)  Precast  concrete  prod¬ 
ucts  arid  accessories  and  materials  in¬ 
cidental  to  the  installation  thereof,  from 
the  plant  sites  and  facilities  of  Concrete 
Structiues,  Incorporated,  located  at  or 
near  Davidsonville,  Md.,  and  at  or  near 
Richmond,  Va.,  to  points  in  Delaware, 
Maryland,  New  Jersey,  North  Carolina, 
Pennsylvania,  Virginia,  and  the  District 
of  Columbia;  and  (2)  supplies  and  ma¬ 
terials  (except  commodities  in  bulk)  used 
in  the  manufacture  or  production  of  pre¬ 
cast  concrete  products,  from  points  in 
the  destination  territory  descril^  in  (IX 
above,  to  the  plant  sites  and  facilities  of 
Concrete  Structures,  Incorporated,  lo¬ 
cated  at  or  near  Davkis<xivllle,  Md.,  and 
at  or  near  Richmcmd,  Va.,  under  a  con¬ 
tinuing  contract  or  contracts  with  Con¬ 
crete  Structures,  Incm-porated. 

Notv. — If  a  bearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C. 

No.  MC  143101  (Sub-No.  1),  filed 
March  30,  1977.  Applicant:  DISTRIBU¬ 
TION  TRANSPORT  CORP.,  38  Jackson 
Street.  Hoboken.  N.J.  07030.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Bruce  J.  Robbins,  118-21 
Queens  Boulevard,  Suite  402,  Forest  HiUs, 
N.Y.  11375.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  contract  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  traiisporting:  Such 
commodities  as  are  dealt  in  and  used  by 
manufacturers,  distributees  and  dealers 
of  toys,  novelties  and  giftware,  between 
points  in  the  New  York,  N.Y.  Commercial 
Zone  as  defined  in  the  PVth  Supplemoi- 
tal  Report  in  Commercial  Zones  and  Ter¬ 
minal  Areas,  53  M.C.C.  451,  within  which 
local  operations  may  be  ccHiducted  under 
the  exemption  provided  by  Section  203 
(b)  (6)  of  the  Act  (the  exenu>t  zone) ,  and 
South  Brunswick,  N.J.,  on  the  one  hand, 
and.  on  the  other,  points  in  Connecticut, 
New  Jersey,  New  York  and  Pennsylvania, 
under  a  continuing  contract  with  Con¬ 
cord  Brokerage  Corp. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  New  York, 
N.Y. 

No.  MC  143103,  filed  March  22.  1977. 
Applicant:  CHEROKEE  LINES,  INC., 
P.O.  Box  152,  Crushing,  Okla.  74023.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  representative:  Donald  L.  Stem, 
7100  West  Center.  Suite  530,  Univac 
Building,  Omaha,  Nebr.  68106.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  contract  carrier, 
by  motw  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Candy  and  confectionery 
products  in  vehicles  equipped  with  me¬ 
chanical  refrigeration,  from  the  plant- 
site  and  stOTage  facilities  of  M&M/ 
MARS,  located  at  Chicago.  HI.,  to  points 
in  Arizona,  CTalifomla,  Oregem.  Nevada, 
Utah,  Washington  and  New  Mexico,  im- 
der  a  continuing  contract,  or  contracts, 
with  M&M/MARS. 

Notk. — If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  either 
(%icago.  m.,  Dallas,  Tex.  or  CHdahoma  dtj, 
Okla. 

No.  MC  143104,  filed  March  24.  1977. 
Applicant:  PULP  TRANSPORT  COR¬ 


PORATION.  1000  East  Noir  Street,  P.O. 
Box  1305,  Lumbaton,  N.C.  28358.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  Horbert  Alan 
Dubln,  Suite  1030,  1819  H  Street,  NW.. 
Washington,  D.C.  20006.  Authority 
sought  to  (^rate  as  a  contract  carrier, 
by  motor  vrtilcle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  cotton  Hnter  pulp,  from 
the  facilities  of  Alpha  CTellulose  Corpora¬ 
tion  located  at  or  near  Lundierton,  N.C. 
to  points  in  the  United  States,  (except 
Alaska  and  Hawaii) ,  under  a  continuing 
contract  or  contracts  with  Alpha  Cellu¬ 
lose  Corporation,  of  Lumbertem,  N.C. 

Note. — If  s  heuing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  that  It  be  held  at  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C. 

No.  MC  143105,  filed  March  28.  1977. 
Applicant:  JOHN  RUTLEDGE,  SR.. 
doing  business  as  RAY’S  TRANSFER 
AND  STORAGE.  2015  Ben  Picklln  Rd.. 
San  Angelo,  ’Tex.  76903.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Austin  L.  Hatchell.  1102 
Perry  Brooks  Bldg.,  Austin,  Tex.  78701. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motw  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Used  household 
goods,  between  points  in  Coke.  Coleman, 
CJoncho,  IrlMi,  Runnels.  Schleicher, 
Sterling  and  Tom  Green  Counties,  Tex., 
restricted  to  the  transportation  of  ship¬ 
ments  having  a  prior  w  subsequent 
movement  in  containers,  beyond  the 
points  authorized  and  further  restricted 
to  the  performance  of  pickup  and  de¬ 
livery  service  in  connection  with  the 
packing,  crating  and  containerization,  or 
the  unpacking,  uncrating  or  decon¬ 
tainerization  of  used  household  goods. 

Notx. — If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
the  sppUcant  requests  It  be  held  at  either 
San  Angelo  or  Dallas.  Tex. 

No.  MC  143107,  filed  March  31,  1977. 
Applicant:  JH.K.  TRANSPORTA'ITON. 
INC.,  11  Muriel  Avenue.  Lawrence,  Long, 
Island,  N.Y.  11559.  Applicant’s  represen¬ 
tative:  George  A.  Olsen,  69  TOnnele  Ave., 
Jersey  City,  N.J.  07306.  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  contract  carrier,  by  motor 
vrtilcle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Welding  wire,  and  materials,  equip¬ 
ment  and  supplies  used  in  tiie  manu¬ 
facture  and  sale  of  welding  wire  (except 
commodities  in  bulk),  (1)  from  piers  in 
New  York.  N.Y.  Harbor  as  defined  by  the 
Commission,  to  Covington,  Ohio;  and  (2) 
from  Covin^n,  Ohio,  to  points  in  Hud- 
s(Hi.  Bergen,  Passaic,  Essex,  Union, 
Morris.  Middlesex  and  Somerset  CToun- 
tles,  N.J..  Maspeth,  N.Y..  New  Haven  and 
West  Hartford,  Conn.,  Baltimore  and 
Seat  Pleasant,  Md.,  Will  Grove.  Pa.,  New 
Orleans.  La.  and  StockUm,  Calif.,  under 
a  cmitinuing  contract,  or  contracts,  with 
Unibraze  Corporation,  located  at  Cov¬ 
ington.  Ohio. 

Note. — ^If  a  hearing  la  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  either 
Washington,  D.C.  or  New  York,  N.Y. 

No.  MC  143108,  filed  March  25.  1977. 
Applicant:  DANIEL  A.  DUTHLER,  dcring 
business  as  DUTHLER  DELIVERY 
SERVICTE,  2386  Knollvlew,  Wymnlng, 
Mich.  49509.  Applicant’s  representative: 
Jack  H  Blanshan,  Suite  200,  205  West 
Touhy  Av«iue,  Park  Ridge,  HI.  60068. 


Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  con¬ 
tract  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  ir¬ 
regular  routes,  transporting:  Toilet 
preparations,  household  and  industrial 
cleaning  products,  brooms,  brushes, 
mops,  insect  repellants,  grooming  aides, 
food  products,  clothes  hangers,  medi¬ 
cated  sprays  and  promotional  materials, 
(except  commodities  in  bulk  in  tank 
vehicles) .  from  the  facilities  of  or  utilized 
by  Duthler  Delivery  Service,  located  at 
or  near  Kentwood  and  Wyoming.  Mich., 
to  those  points  in  that  part  of  Michigan, 
west  of  a  line  beglnnhig  at  the  Ohio- 
Michigan  State  Line  and  extending  north 
along  UB.  Highway  23  to  Ann  Arbor. 
Mich.,  and  south  oi  a  line  extending  from 
Aim  Arbor.  Mich.,  to  Jackson.  Mich., 
along  Interstate  Highway  94.  and  west  of 
a  line  extending  from  Jackson,  Mich., 
north  along  U.S.  Highway  127  to  Lansing. 
Mich.,  and  from  Lansing,  Mich.,  north 
along  UB.  Highway  27  to  the  jimcticm 
(rf  UB.  Highway  27  and  UB.  Highway  10. 
and  south  of  a  line  extending  from  the 
junction  of  UB.  Highway  27  and  U.6. 
Highway  10  to  Lake  Michigan  along  U.S. 
Highway  10.  Including  points  on  the  in¬ 
dicated  portions  of  the  highways  speci¬ 
fied,  under  a  continuing  contract,  or  con¬ 
tracts,  with  The  Puller  Brush  Cwnpany. 

Non. — If  a  bearing  Is 'deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requeete  It  be  held  at  Chicago,  HI. 

No.  MC  143109,  filed  March  30.  1977. 
AiH>llcant:  ASSOfHATED  DIESEL 

SERVICE.  INC.,  4999  Jackson,  Denver, 
Colo.  80216.  Applicant’s  representative: 
Edward  A.  O’Donnell,  1004  29th  Street. 
Sioux  City,  Iowa  51104.  Authority  sought 
to  (merate  as  a  contract  carrier,  by  mo¬ 
tor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  trans¬ 
porting:  Meats,  meat  products,  meat  by¬ 
products,  and  articles  distributed  by 
meat  packinghouses  as  described  in  Sec¬ 
tions  A  A  C  Appendix  I  to  the  report 
in  Descriptions  in  Motor  Carrier  Certif¬ 
icates,  61  M.C.C.  209  and  766  (except 
hides  and  commodities  in  bulk,  in  tank 
vehicles) ,  from  the  plantsite  and  storage 
facilities  of  Flavorland  Industries,  Inc., 
located  at  Denver,  Colo.,  to  points  in 
Ccamecticut,  Delaware,  Illinois,  Indiana, 
Kentucky,  Maine,  Maryland,  Michigan. 
Massachusetts,  New  Hampshire.  New 
Jersey,  New  York,  Ohio,  Pennsylvania. 
Rhode  Island,  Vermont,  Virginia,  West 
Virginia,  and  the  District  of  Columbia, 
under  a  continuing  contract  or  contracts 
with  Flavorland  Industries,  Inc. 

Note. — If  a  bearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  It  be  held- at  Denver. 
(3olo. 

No.  MC  143110,  filed  March  29.  1977. 
Applicant:  K  t  B  EXPRESS  INC.,  P.O. 
Box  801,  Union,  N.J.  07083.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Robert  A.  Russell,  P.O. 
Box  215,  Mountain  Lakes.  N.J.  07046. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  con¬ 
tract  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  ir¬ 
regular  routes,  transpwrtlng:  (1)  Roof¬ 
ing,  building  and  insulating  and  main¬ 
tenance  materials  (except  iron  and  steel 
articles  and  commodities  in  bulk) ,  from 
the  plantsite  and  warehouse  facilities  of 
Tremco,  Inc.,  located  at  Cleveland,  Ohio, 
to  points  in  Arizona,  California,  Colora¬ 
do,  Idaho,  Iowa,  Kansas,  Missouri, 
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Nebraska,  Nevada.  New  Mexico.  Okla¬ 
homa,  Oregon,  Texas,  Utah.  Washington, 
and  WycMning;  and  (2)  materials,  equip¬ 
ment  and  supplies  used  In  the  manu¬ 
facture  of  the  commodities  named  in  (1) 
above,  from  the  destination  points 
named  in  (1)  above  to  the  plantslte  and 
warehouse  facilities  of  Tremco,  Inc.,  lo¬ 
cated  at  Cleveland,  Ohio,  under  a  con¬ 
tinuing  contract,  or  contracts  with 
Tremco,  Inc. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  either 
Newark,  N.J.  or  New  York,  N.Y. 

No.  MC  143121  (Sub-No.  2).  fUed 
April  21,  1977.  AiH>licant:  TILLAMOOK 
CARRIERS,  INC.,  4906  East  ComptCHi 
Blvd.,  Paramount,  Calif.  90723.  Atn>li- 
cant’s  representative:  Milton  W.  Flack, 
4311  Wilshire  Blvd.,  Suite  300,  Los 
Angeles,  California  90010.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  contract  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  Irregular  routes, 
transporting:  porcelainware,  stoneware, 
plastic  bowls,  cups,  dishes  or  plates,  be¬ 
tween  Lake  City  and  Jeannette,  Pa.  and 
Sebring  and  Bedford  Heights,  Ohio,  on 
the  one  hand,  and.  on  the  other,  points 
in  the  United  States  in  and  West  of  New 
Mexico,  Colorado,  Wyoming,  North  Da¬ 
kota  and  South  Dakota,  under  a  con¬ 
tinuing  contract  or  cimtracts  with 
Jeannette  Corporation,  located  at  Jean¬ 
nette,  Pa. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  that  it  be  held  at  Los 
Angeles,  Calif. 

No.  MC  143167,  filed  April  18,  1977. 
Applicant:  SEYFORTH  EXPRESS,  INC., 
Suite  1209,  Barnett  Regency  Tower, 
Jacksonville,  Florida  32211.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Martin  Sack,  Jr.,  1754 
Gulf  Life  Tower,  Jacksonville,  Florida 
32207.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
contract  carrier,  by  motor  v^cle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Drink 
preparation  powder,  vitamins,  liquid 
food  supplements,  and  cosmetics,  from 
Hayward  and  Orange,  California;  Dal¬ 
las.  Texas;  and  Atlanta,  Georgia,  to  all 
points  in  the  United  States,  including 
Alaska  and  Hawaii,  under  a  continuing 
contract  or  contracts  with  Seyforth 
Laboratories.  Inc.,  restricted  to  traffic 
destined  to  the  warehouses  and  facilities 
of  Seyforth  Laboratories,  Inc. 

Note. — ^If  a  hearing  la  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  that  It  be  held  at  Jack¬ 
sonville,  Florida. 

No.  MC  143185,  filed  April  19, 1977.  Ap¬ 
plicant:  LORENZ  TRANSPORT  AND 
SHIP  LINES,  INC.,  Mobile  Highway. 
Montgomery,  Alabama  36108.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Robert  E.  Tate,  P.O.  Box 
517;  Evergreen,  Alabama  36401.  Author¬ 
ity  sought  to  operate  as  a  contract  car¬ 
rier,  by  motor  v^cle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Meats,  meat  prod¬ 
ucts,  meat  by-products,  and  hides  and 
materials  and  supplies  used  in  the  manu¬ 
facture  and  processing  of  meats,  meat 
products,  meat  by-products,  and  hides 
between  the  plant  site  of  Frosty  Land 
Foods  International,  Inc.,  d.b.a.  Lorenz 
International  in  Montgomery,  Alabama 
on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other. 


points  in  the  United  States,  Including 
Alaska,  but  excluding  Hawaii,  under  a 
continuing  contract,  or  contracts,  with 
Frosty  Land  Foods  International,  Inc., 
d.b.a.  Lorenz  Intematicmal. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
tJie  applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  elthra: 
Montgomery  or  Birmingham,  Aia. 

No.  MC  143186,  filed  April  13, 1977.  Ap¬ 
plicant:  JOSHUA  TRANSPORTATION 
CO.,  INC.,  184  Stone  Street,  Clinton, 
Mass.  01510.  Applicant’s  r^resentative: 
John  F.  O’Donnell,  P.O.  Box  238,  Mil- 
ton,  Mass.  02187.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  contract  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Plastic  articles  (except  in  bulk) 
from  Leominster  and  Clinton,  Mass.,  to 
points  in  Alabama,  Arkansas,  Delaware, 
Florida,  Georgia,  Illinois,  Indiana,  Kan¬ 
sas,  Kentucky,  Louisiana,  Maryland. 
Michigan,  Minnesota,  Mississippi,  Mis¬ 
souri,  Nebraska,  North  Carolina,  North 
Dakota,  Ohio,  Oklahoma,  South  Caro¬ 
lina,  South  Dakota,  Tennessee,  Texas, 
Virginia,  West  Virginia,  Wisconsin,  Dis¬ 
trict  of  Columbia,  and  those  in  New  York 
on,  north  and  west  of  New  York  High¬ 
way  8  and  those  in  Pennsylvania  on  and 
west  of  U.S.  Highway  15,  imder  a  con¬ 
tinuing  contract  or  contracts  with  Amory 
Chemical  &  Plastic  Co.,  Inc.,  Clinton, 
Mass. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Boston, 
Mass. 

No.  MC  143187,  filed  AprU  18. 1977.  Ap¬ 
plicant:  R.  F.  DeGAETANO  TRANS¬ 
PORTATION,  INC.,  7  GUman  Street, 
Worcester,  Mass.  01605.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  David  M.  Marshall,  135 
Stat^  Street,  Suite  200,  Springfield,  Mass. 
01103.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
Irregular  routes,  transporting:  Brick, 
flue  pipe,  lime,  clay  products,  and  mate¬ 
rials  and  supplies  used  in  the  manufac¬ 
ture  and  distribution  of  such  products, 
except  in  bulk  in  tank  trucks,  between 
points  in  Conhecticut,  Maine,  Massachu¬ 
setts,  New  Hampshire,  New  Jersey,  New 
York,  Pennsylvania,  ^ode  Island,  and 
Vermont. 

Note. — ^If  a  hearing  la  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  that  it  be  held  at 
Boston,  Mass.;  Providence,  R.I.;  or  Hartford, 
Conn. 

No.  MC  143188,  filed  April  21.  1977. 
Applicant;  THE  G.  &  K.  HAULING  CO., 
a  corporation.  Box  7,  Mongo,  Ind.  46771. 
Applicant’s  rein’esmtative:  James  R. 
Stiverson,  1396  West  Fifth  Avenue,  Co¬ 
lumbus,  Ohio  43212.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Feed,  grain,  and  feed  and  grain 
products,  from  points  in  Illinois,  In¬ 
diana.  and  Ohio,  to  Alexander,  N.Y. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C.  Common  control  may  be 
Involved. 

No.  MC  143189,  filed  April  21. 1977.  Ap¬ 
plicant:  LEASE-IT,  INC.,  3716  West  Run 
Road,  Munhall,  Pa.  15120.  Applicant’s 
representative;  Arthur  J.  Diskin,  Esq., 


806  Frick  Building,  Pittsburgh.  Pa. 
15219.  Authmlty  sought  to  (^?a‘ate  as  a 
contract  carrier,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting  malt  beverages,  from  the 
facilities  of  Stroh  Brewery  Co.  in  Detroit, 
Mich.,  to  the  warehouse  of  McKeesport 
Beer  Distributor,  Inc.,  at  McKeesport, 
Pa.,  imder  continuing  ccmtract  with  Mc¬ 
Keesport  Beer  Distribute,  Inc. 

Note. — If  a  bearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Pitts¬ 
burgh,  Pa.,  or  Washington,  D.C. 

No.  MC  143198,  filed  AprU  25.  1977. 
H-N  TRUCTONG  CO.,  INC.,  415  Hospi¬ 
tal  Trust  BuUding,  Providence,  R.I. 
02903.  Applicant’s  representative:  Dennis 
J.  Roberts  n.  Ten  Dorrance  Street, 
Providence,  R.I.  02903.  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  contract  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transpOTt- 
ing:  (1)  carbonated  and  noncarbonated 
beverages  including  malt.  distUled  and 
fermented  beverages,  juices,  syrups, 
wine,  cocktaU  mixes  in  packages,  in  glass 
and  metal  cmitainers,  in  barrels  and 
boxes;  and  (2)  empty  beverage  con¬ 
tainers  including  glassware,  baskets, 
and  barrels  between  (1)  points  in  Rhode 
Island  on  the  one  hand,  and  on  the 
other  hand,  points  in  Masachusetts, 
New  York,  New  Jersey,  and  Baltimore, 
Md.;  New  Haven,  Conn.;  Nashua,  NJI.; 
and  Portland,  Maine;  and  (2)  Franklin 
and  Needham.  Mass.,  mi  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other  hand,  points  in  New 
York,  New  Jersey,  and  Rhode  Island, 
under  a  cmitinuing  contract  or  contracts 
with  Considine  Boston  Distributing  Co., 
Inc.  located  at  Needham  Height,  Mass.; 
Wayne  Distributing  Co..  Inc.,  located  at 
Pawtucket,  R.I.,  and  others. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  that  it  be  held  at  Provi¬ 
dence,  R.I.;  Boston.  Mass.;  or  Hartford. 
Conn. 

No.  MC  143199,  filed  April  25,  1977. 
AppUcant:  COP’s,  INC.,  6400  Colorado 
Boulevard,  Commerce  City,  Colo.  80022. 
Applicant’s  representative:  Michael  J. 
Ogfoom,  P.O.  Box  82028,  Lincoln,  Nebr. 
68501.  Authority  sought  to  (H>erate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transpmihig:  Meats, 
meat  products,  meat  by-products,  and 
articles  distributed  by  meat  packing¬ 
houses,  as  described  in  Sections  A  and  C 
of  Appendix  I  to  the  report  in  descrip- 
tirnis  in  Motor  Carrier  Certificates,  61 
M.C.C.  209  and  766  (except  hides  and 
commodities  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles) . 
from  Denver,  Ft.  Morgan,  Greeley,  and 
Sterling.  Colo.;  to  points  in  Connecticut. 
Delaware,  Illinois,  Indiana,  Kentucky, 
Maine,  Maryland,  Massachusetts,  Mich¬ 
igan,  New  Hampshire.  New  Jersey.  New 
York,  Ohio.  Pennsylvania,  Rhode  Island, 
Vermont,  Virginia,  West  Virginia,  and 
the  District  of  Columbia.  Restricted  to 
traffic  originating  at  the  named  origins 
and  destined  to  the  named  destinations. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  that  it  be  held  at 
Denver,  Colo. 

No.  MC  143200,  filed  April  25.  1977. 
AppUcant:  RONALD  R.  BARROWS,  do¬ 
ing  business  as  MIDWEST  TRANSPORT 
SERVICE.  8310  S.  27th  Street,  Oak 
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Creek.  Wis.  53154.  Applicant’s  represent¬ 
ative:  Ronald  R.  Barrows  (same  address 
as  applicant) .  Authority  sought  to  oper¬ 
ate  as  a  contract  carrier,  by  motor  ve¬ 
hicle  over  Irregular  routed  transporting 
Agricultural  Umestone  In  cartons  and/or 
bulk  from  the  town  of  Usbon,  Wauke¬ 
sha  County,  and  Sussex.  Wis..  to  points 
In  Illinois,  Iowa,  Minnesota,  North  Da¬ 
kota.  South  Dakota,  and  Nebraska,  un¬ 
der  a  continuing  contract,  or  contracts, 
with  Vulcan  Materials  Co. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  la  deemed  neoeesary, 
the  applicant  requests  that  It  be  held  at 
either  Milwaukee,  Wis.,  or  Ohloago,  Ill. 

Passenger  Applications 

No.  MC  946  (Sub-No.  7) .  filed  March 
IS.  1977.  Applicant:  FERDINAND  ARRI- 
GONI,  INC.,  3320  Hutchinson  Avenue. 
Bnmx,  N.T.  10475.  AiK>licant*s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Samuel  B.  Zinder,  98  Chitter 
Mill  Road.  Great  Neck.  N.Y.  11021.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Passengers  and 
their  baggage,  in  special  c^ierations  be¬ 
ginning  and  ending  at  Brimx,  N.Y.,  and 
extending  to  Atlantic  City,  N.J. 

Note. — Common  control  may  be  Involved. 
If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  neoessary,  the  H>ph~ 
eant  requests  It  be  held  at  New  York,  N.T. 

No.  MC  112805  (Sub-No.  3).  filed 
March  29.  1977.  AppUcant:  ST.  CLOUD 
CHARTER  SERVICE.  INC.,  427  Lincoln 
Avenue  NE.,  St.  Cloud,  Minn.  56301.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  representative:  Howard  F. 
TTiedlnga,  403  Wilsim  Ave.,  P.O.  Box  37, 
Menomonie,  Wis.  54751.  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  mo¬ 
tor  vehicle,  over  Irregular  routes,  trans¬ 
porting:  Passenger  and  their  baggage  in 
round  trip  charter  (^rations,  beginning 
and  ending  at  Menomonie,  Wis.,  and  ex¬ 
tending  to  points  in  the  United  States 
(except  Alaska  and  Hawaii) . 

Non. — If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  either 
St.  Paul,  Minn ,  or  Bau  CJalre  or  Madison, 
WlB. 

No.  MC  126203  (Sub-No.'  6).  filed 
April  22,  1977.  Applicant:  EVERETT 
CHARTER  SYSTEM.  INC.,  3131  Cedar 
Street,  Everett,  Wash.  98201.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Michael  D.  Duppen- 
thaler,  607  Third  Avenue.  Seattle,  Wash. 
98104.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motm*  vehicle,  over 
Irregular  routes,  transporting:  (1)  Pas¬ 
sengers,  their  baggage  and  personal  ef- 
lects  when  trs^p<Mled  in  the  ssune  ve¬ 
hicle  with  passengers,  over  Irregular 
routes  between  Everett,  Wash.,  on  the 
one  hand.  and.  on  the  other,  Anacortes, 
Wash.,  for  traffic  moving  to  and  from 
Victoria,  B.C.,  Canada,  via  the  Interna¬ 
tional  Ferry  between  Anacortes,  Wash., 
and  Sidney.  B.C.,  Canada;  (2)  passengers 
and  their  baggage,  in  charter  and  spe¬ 
cial  operatiims  in  sightseeing  and  pleas¬ 
ure  tours  beginning  and  ending  at  p(tot8 
In  Snohomish.  Skagit,  Island,  and  San 
Juan  Counties,  Wash.,  and  extending  to 
the  States  ct  Washlngtmi.  Oregon.  Cali¬ 
fornia.  Alaska,  Arlaona,  Colorado,  Idaho, 
Montana,  Nevada,  Utah,  and  Wyfxnlng. 


Note. — If  a  hearing  la  deemed  neceesary, 
applicant  requests  that  It  be  held  at  either 
■verett  or  Seattle.  Wash. 

No.  MC  141669  (Sub-No.  5).  filed 
April  21.  1977.  Applicant:  BHX’S  BUS 
SERVICE,  6705  Northgate  Parkway, 
Clinton,  Md.  20735.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Loma  L.  Mullenax,  6705 
Northgate  Parkway.  Clinton.  Md.  20735. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  cixn- 
mon  carrier  by  motmr  vehicle  over  reg¬ 
ular  routes,  in  the  transportation  of  pas¬ 
sengers  and  baggage  between  Hughes- 
ville,  Md.,iand  the  Naval  Research  Lab¬ 
oratory.  Washington,  D.C..  serving  all 
intermediate  and  off-route  points  from 
Hughesville  over  Maryland  State  High¬ 
way  5  to  Junction  Maryland  State  High¬ 
way  301,  thence  over  Maryland  State 
Highway  301  South  to  St.  Charles  City, 
thence  proceed  on  Maryland  State  High¬ 
way  301  North  and  Maryland  State 
Highway  5  to  junction  Maryland  State 
Highway  223,  thence  over  Maryland 
State  Highway  223  West  to  Clinton 
Shopping  Center,  thence  proceed  on 
Maryland  State  Highway  223  East  to 
Junction  Maryland  State  Highway  5, 
thence  over  Maryland  State  Highway  5 
North  to  Junction  Interstate  Highway 
495,  thence  over  Interstate  Highway  495 
to  Jimction  Interstate  Highway  295  and 
thence  over  Interstate  Highway  295  to 
the  Naval  Research  Laboratory  and  re¬ 
turn  over  the  same  route. 

Note. — If  s  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  the  ICC 
offices. 

Docket  No.  MC  142738  (Sub-No.  2), 
filed  April  26,  1977.  Aimllcant:  SAOE- 
LAW  COUP.,  doing  business  as  DELUXE 
AMERICA  TOURS.  2001  Kirby,  Suite 
614,  Houston,  Tex.  77019.  Applicant’s 
representative:  David  J.  Nagle,  2001 
Kirby,  Suite  614,  Houston.  Tex.  77019. 
Authority  is  sought  to  engage  In  inter¬ 
state  and  foreign  ctxnmerce  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier  by  motor  vriiicle  over  ir¬ 
regular  routes  in  the  transportation  of 
passengers  and  passengers’  baggage  by 
special  and  charter  operation,  beginning 
and  ending  at  Houston,  Tex.,  round  trip, 
to  all  parts  of  the  United  States  and 
across  the  United  States  border  to  Mex¬ 
ico  and  to  Canada. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  that  It  be  held  at 
Houston,  Galveston,  or  Dallas,  Tex. 

No.  MC  143055,  filed  March  7.  1977. 
Applicant:  M  &  E  BUS  LINE,  INC.,  33 
Storms  Avenue,  Jersey  City,  N.J.  07306. 
Applicant’s  representative:  Ronald  I. 
Shapss,  450  Seventh  Avmue,  New  York, 
N.Y.  10001.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  contract  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle. 
4)ver  irregular  routm,  transportating: 
Passengers  and  their  baggage,  and  per¬ 
sonal  effects  In  the  same  vehicle,  begin¬ 
ning  and  ending  at  points  within  the 
New  Yortc,  N.Y.,  C(»nmercial  Zone  and 
extending  to  points  In  the  Ihilted  States 
(except  Alaska  and  Hawaii),  under  a 
continuing  ctmtract,  or  contracts  with 
Surface  Une  Operators  Fraternal  Or- 
ganlntiim,  Inc.,  and  Hispanic  Transit 
Society. 


Note. — If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  New 
York.  N.T. 

Broker  Applications 

No.  MC  130027  (Sub-No.  1),  filed 
March  28.  1977.  Applicant:  THE  CO¬ 
LUMBUS  AUTOMOBILE  CLUB,  a  cor¬ 
poration,  174  East  Ixmg  Street,  Colum¬ 
bus,  Ohio  43215.  Applicant’s  representa¬ 
tive:  Gerald  P.  Wadkowski,  85  East  Gay 
Street.  Columbus.  Ohio  43215.  Authority 
sought  to  engage  in  operation,  in  inter¬ 
state  or  foreign  commerce,  as  a  broker 
at  Columbus,  Del.,  and  Lancaster,  Ohio, 
to  sell  or  offer  to  sell  the  transportation 
of  passengers  and  their  baggage,  in  all - 
expense  tours,  in  special  and  charter  (v- 
erations,  by  moUH*,  air.  and  rail  carriers, 
beginning  and  ending  at  points  in  CTham- 
paign,  Del.;  Fairfield.  Fayette.  Knox, 
licking.  Lojlui,  Madison.  Ross,  Perry% 
Pickaway,  and  Union  Counties,  Ohio, 
and  extending  to  points  in  the  United 
States,  including  Alaska  and  Hawaii. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
the  iqipUcant  requests  It  be  held  at  either 
Columbus,  Del.  m'  Mt.  Vwnon,  Ohio. 

No.  MC  130447,  filed  March  21.  1977. 
AppUcant:  TRAVEL  SYSTEMS,  LTD., 
Post  Office  Box  1667,  Zephyr  Cove,  Nev. 
89448.  AppUcant’s  representative:  Ray¬ 
mond  A.  Greene,  Jr.,  100  Pine  Street, 
Suite  2550.  San  Francisco.  Calif.  94111. 
Authority  sought  to  engage  in  operation, 
in  Interstate  or  foreign  commerce,  as 
a  broker  at  Rmo,  Stateline,  Zephyr 
Cove,  and  Incline  Village,  Nev.;  San 
Francisco,  Sacramoito,  and  South  Lake 
Tahoe,  Calif.,  to  seU  or  offer  to  seU  the' 
transportation  of  passengers  and  their 
baggage  both  as  individuals  and  in 
groups,  in  special  and  charter  opera¬ 
tions.  by  motor  bus  transportation  in  all¬ 
expense  tours  and  sightseeing  trips,  be¬ 
tween  points  ii>  California  and  Nevada, 
on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  in  Arizona,  California,  Colorado. 
Idaho.  Montana,  Nevada,  Oregon,  Utah. 
Washingtmi,  and  Wyoming. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
the  iq>pllcant  requests  It  be  held  at  either 
San  Francisco,  Calif.,  or  Reno,  Nev. 

Water  Carrier  Application 

No.  WC  1291  (Sub-No.  1).  filed  April 
28,  1977.  Applicant:  ALUMINA  TRANS¬ 
PORT  (X)RP.,  6600  West  Broad  Street. 
Richmond.  Va.  23261.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  John  H.  CaldweU,  Suite  404. 
900  17th  Street  NW..  Washington,  D.C. 
20006.  Authority  sought  to  engage  in  op- 
eratitxi,  in  Interstate  or  foreign  commerce 
as  a  contract  carrier  by  voater  in  trans¬ 
portation  (ff  articles  exceeding  18  feet 
In  height,  or  12  feet  In  width,  or  50 
feet  in  length,  or  46  net  tons  in  weight, 
components  parts  thereof  and  related 
equipment,  materials,  and  supplies,  by 
self-propelled  vessels,  between  ports 
and  points  on  the  Ccdumbia  River,  (hi  the 
one  hand,  and  on  the  other  hand,  ports 
and  points  on  the  Gulf  of  Mexico  and 
trUiutary  waterways,  except  points  on 
the  Mississippi  River  system  north  of 
Baton  Rouge,  La.,  imder  a  continuing 
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contract,  or  contracts,  with  Bingham- 
Willamette  Co. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  that  It  be  held  at 
Washington,  D.C..  or  Portland,  Oreg. 

Freight  Forwarder  Application 

No.  FF  441  (Sub-No.  1).  filed  April  4, 
1977.  Applicant:  HARLE  LAND  &  SEA 
FORWARDERS  (Harle-Thru) .  a  divi¬ 
sion  of  J.  P.  Harle  Forwarding  Co.,  a 
corporation,  P.O.  Box  52908,  614  Cotton 
Exchange  Bldg.,  Houston,  Tex.  77052. 
Applicant’s  representative:  Joe  G.  Pend¬ 
er.  711  Louisiana,  Suite  1150,  Houston, 
Tex.  77002.  Authority  sought  to  engage  in 
operation,  in  interstate  commerce  as  a 
freight  forwarder,  through  use  of  the 
facilities  of  common  carriers  by  rail¬ 
road  and  motor  vehicle,  in  the  trans¬ 
portation  of  general  commadities  for  ex¬ 
port  (except  explosives  and  hazardous 
articles,  perishables,  articles  of  unusual 
value,  commodities  in  bulk,  used  house¬ 
hold  goods,  unaccompanied  baggage,  and 
used  automobiles),  from  points  in  Ar¬ 
kansas,  Kansas,  Mississippi,  Tennessee, 
and  points  in  McDonald,  Newton,  Jas¬ 
per,  Barton,  Vernon,  Bates,  Cass,  Jack- 
son,  Platte,  Lawrence,  Green,  and  Barry 
Counties,  Mo.,  to  ports  in  Louisiana,  Tex¬ 
as,  and  Mississippi. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
the  ai^l leant  requests  that  It  be  held  at 
Wichita,  Kans.;  Ft.  Smith,  Ark.;  or  Joplin, 
Mo. 

Finance  Applications 

The  following  applications  seek  ap¬ 
proval  to  consolidate,  purchase,  merge, 
lease  operating  rights  and  properties,  or 
acquire  control  through  ownership  of 
stock,  of  rail  carriers  or  motor  carriers 
pursuant  to  Sections  5(2)  or  210a(b)  of 
the  Interstate  Commerce  Act. 

An  original  and  two  copies  of  pro¬ 
tests  against  the,  granting  of  the  re¬ 
quested  authority  must  be  filed  with  the 
Commission  within  30  days  after  the 
date  of  this  Federal  Register  notice. 
Such  protest  shall  comply  with  Special 
Rules  240(c)  or  240(d)  of  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  General  Rules  of  Practice  (49  CFR 
1100.240)  and  shall  include  a  concise 
statement  of  protestant’s  interest  in  the 
proceeding.  A  copy  of  the  protest  shall 
be  served  concurrently  upon  applicant’s 
representative,  or  applicant,  if  no  repre¬ 
sentative  is  named.  • 

No.  MC-P-10124  (petition  for  modifi¬ 
cation)  (CONTOLIDATED  FREIGHT- 
WAYS  CORP.  OP  DELAWARE,  et  al.. 
pooUng),  published  in  the  May  22,  1968, 
issue  of  the  Federal  Register.  By  peti¬ 
tion  filed  January  25.  1977,  Consolidated 
Freightways  Corp.  of  Delaware,  Lee  Way 
Motor  Freight,  Inc.,  Riss  Intemationsd 
Corp.  Transcon  Lines,  Spector  Freight 
System,  Inc.,  Yellow  Freight  System, 
Inc.,  Ryan  Freight  Lines.  Inc.,  and 
Red  Ball  Motor  Freight,  Inc.,  seek 
modification  of  the  order  of  the  Com¬ 
mission,  dated  March  1,  1971,  which 
approved  the  pooling  agreement  in  the 
above-entitled  proceeding  in  order.^to 
substitute  Red  Ball  MotCH*  Freight,  Inc., 
for  Ryan  Freight  Lines,  Inc.,  under 
said  agreement  and  that  Red  Ball 


Motor  Freight,  Inc.,  would  possess  the 
same  duties,  responsiUlitles,  and  obli¬ 
gations  as  set  forth  therein  except  that 
the  duties,  responsibilities,  and  obliga¬ 
tions  of  Ryan  Freight  Lines,  Inc.,  would 
be  assumed  by  Red  Ball  Motor  Freight, 
Inc. 

No.  MC-P-13196.  Authority  sought  for 
purchase  by  LTL  PERISHABLES,  INC., 
550  E.  5th  Street.  South  St.  Paul,  MN, 
55075,  of  the  operating  rights  of  Benson 
Transport,  Inc.,  7710  N.E.  Main,  Minne¬ 
apolis,  MN  55432,  and  for  acquisition  by 
Michael  Noel,  also  of  South  St.  Paul, 
MN,  55075,  of  control  of  such  rights 
through  the  purchase.  Applicants’  at¬ 
torney:  Donald  L.  Stem,  530  Unlvac 
Building,  7100  West  (Center  Road, 
Omaha,  NB,  68106.  Operating  rights 
sought  to  be  transferred:  (1)  Frozen 
pizza,  as  a  contract  carrier  over  irreg¬ 
ular  routes  from  Minneapolis,  Minn.,  to 
points  in  California,  Colorado,  Idaho, 
Montana,  Nevada,  Oregon,  Utah,  Wash¬ 
ington,  and  Wyoming;  and  (2)  Materials 
and  suplies  used  in  the  manufacture  and 
distribution  of  frozen  pizza  (except  com¬ 
modities  in  bulk),  from  points  in  the 
destination  States  in  (1)  above,  to  the 
origin  in  (1)  above,  with  restrictions; 
frozen  pizza,  from  Minneapolis,  Minn., 
to  points  in  Minnesota,  Iowa,  Missouri, 
Arkansas,  Louisiana,  North  Dakota, 
South  Dakota,  Nebraska.  Kansas.  Okla¬ 
homa,  and  Texas;  and  materials  and  sup¬ 
plies  used  in  the  manufacture  of  pizza, 
from  the  above-named  destination 
States,  to  Minneapolis,  Minn.,  with  re¬ 
strictions.  Vendee  is  anthendzed  to  op¬ 
erate  as  a  common  carrier  in  Arizona, 
Arkansas,  California,  Colorado,  Idaho, 
Illinois,  Indiana,  Iowa,  Kansas,  Louisi¬ 
ana,  Michigan,  Minnesota,  Missouri, 
Montana,  Nebraska,  Nevada,  New  Mex¬ 
ico,  North  Carolina,  North  Dakota.  Okla¬ 
homa,  Oregon,  South  Dakota,  Texas, 
Utah,  Washing^n,  Wisconsin,  and  Wy- 
CKning.  Application  has  been  filed  for 
temporary  authority  under  section  210a 
(b).  . 

Note.— MC- 135874  (Sub-No.  83)  U  directly 
related  matter. 

No.  MC-F-13208.  Authority  sought  fCH* 
purchase  by  NEW  PENN  MOTOR  EX¬ 
PRESS,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  630,  Lebanon,  PA, 
17047,  of  the  operating  rights  of  Eagle 
Truck  Transport,  Inc.,  Suite  300,  Axe 
Wood  West,  Broad  Axe.  PA,  19002,  and 
for  acquisition  by  Edward  H.  Arnold,  and 
Virginia  A.  Phillips,  both  of  P.O.  Box  630, 
Lebanon,  PA.  17042,  of  control  of  such 
rights  through  the  purchase.  Applicants’ 
attorneys:  S.  Harrison  Kahn  and  Jeremy 
Kahn,  Suit^  733,  Investment  Building, 
Washington,  DC.  20005,  Ira  Megdal,  499 
Cooper  Landing  Road.  CTierry  Hill,  NJ, 
08002.  Operating  rights  sought  to  be 
transferred:  General  commodities,  ex¬ 
cept  those  of  unusual  value,  and  except 
high  explosives,  livestock,  milk,  house¬ 
hold  goods,  tobacco,  alcoholic  beverages, 
commodities  in  bulk,  commodities  re¬ 
quiring  special  equipment,  and  those  in¬ 
jurious  or  contaminating  to  other  lading, 
as  a  common  carrier  over  regular  routes 
between  the  fixed  termini,  and  to  and 
from  the  intermediate  and  (rff-route 


points,  specified  below:  Between  Wil¬ 
mington.  Del.,  and  New  York,  from  Wil¬ 
mington  over  U.S.  HUdiway  13  to  Tren- 
Uxi,  N,J,.  thence  over  UJB.  Highway  1 
to  New  York,  and  return  over  the  same 
route.  Intermediate  points:  Chester. 
Marcus  Hook,  and  Bristol,  Pa.;  and  New¬ 
ark,  Jersey  City,  New  Brunswick.  Tren¬ 
ton,  Riverside,  Rahway,  and  Highland 
Park,  N.J.  Off -route  points:  Points  and 
places  in  Delaware,  within  ijO  miles  of 
Wilmington,  Del.,  in  Pennsylvania,  with¬ 
in  35  miles  of  Philadelphia.  Pa.,  and  in 
New  York  and  New  Jersey,  within  35 
miles  of  New  York,  N.Y.  Between  Phila¬ 
delphia,  Pa.,  and  Trenton,  N.J„  as  fol¬ 
lows:  from  Philadelphia  over  the  Dela¬ 
ware  River  to  Camden,  NJ.,  thence  over 
New  Jersey  Highway  41  to  junction  U.S. 
Highway  130,  thence  over  U.S.  Highway 
130  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  206,  and 
th«)cc  over  U.S.  Highway  206  to  Tren¬ 
ton.  and  return  over  the  same  route;  and 
from  Philadelphia  over  UJ3.  Highway  1 
to  Traiton,  and  return  over  the  same 
route;  and  over  irregular  routes,  in 
truckload  lots,  from  Philadelphia,  Pa., 
to  Palmertmi,  Reading,  and  Allentown. 
Pa.,  and  Penns  Grove,  Belvidere,  Atlantic 
City,  Bridgeton.  Paulsboro,  and  Wild¬ 
wood,  N.J.,  returning  empty.  Vendee  is 
authorized  to  operate  as  a  common  car¬ 
rier  in  Massachusetts,  Connecticut, 
Rhode  Island,  New  Yoik,  New  Jersey, 
Pennsylvstnia,  Delaware,  Maryland,  the 
District  of  Columbia,  West  Virginia, 
Ohio  and  Virginia.  Application  has  been 
filed  for  twnporary  authority  under  sec¬ 
tion  210a (b). 

No.  MC-P-13214.  Authority  sought  for 
purchase  by  COOPER  MOTOR  LINES, 
INC.,  301  Hammett  Street,  Greenville. 
S.C.  29608,  of  a  portion  of  the  operating 
rights  of  Modern  Transfer  Co.,  Inc.,  502 
Turner  Street,  Allentown,  Pa.  18102,  and 
for  acquisitiixi  by  Calhoun  Lemon,  301 
Hammett  Street,  Greenville,  S.C.  29608, 
of  control  of  such  rights  through  the 
purchase.  Applicant’s  attorney:  Francis 
W.  Mclnerny,  and  Harry  J.  Jordan,  both 
of  1000  16th  Street,  NW..  Washington. 
D.C.  20036.  Operating  rights  sought  to 
be  transferred:  General  commodities, 
with  excepti<ms  as  a  common  carrier 
over  regular  routes  between  New  York, 
N.Y.,  and  Schenectady,  N.Y.,  as  follows: 
Frwn  New  York  over  U.S.  Highway  9  via 
Hudson,  N.Y.,  to  Latham,  N.Y.,  thence 
over  New  York  Highway  7  to  Schenec¬ 
tady,  and  return  over  the  same  route. 
Frc«n  New  York,  N.Y.,  over  U.S.  Highway 
9  to  Wappingers  Falls,  thence  over  New 
York  Highway  9D  to  Beacon,  N.Y., 
thence  over  New  Ywk  Highway  52  to 
Newburgh,  N.Y.,  thence  over  U.S.  High¬ 
way  9-W  to  Albany,  N.Y.,  and  thence 
over  New  York,  Highway  5  to  Schenec¬ 
tady,  and  return  over  the  same  route. 
From  New  York  to  Huds(m  as  specified 
above,  thence  over  New  York  Highway 
23  to  Claverack,  N.Y.,  thence  over  New 
York  Highway  217  to  junctimi  imnum- 
bered  highway  (Near  Harlemville,  N.Y., 
thence  over  unnumbered  highway  to 
Spencertown,  N.Y.,  thence  over  New 
Ywk  Highway  203  to  Valatle,  N.Y„ 
thence  over  U.S.  Highway  9  to  junction 
New  York  Highway  150,  thence  over  New 
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York  Highway  150  to  Troy,  N.Y.,  and 
thence  over  New  Yoric  Highway  7  to 
Schenectady,  and  return  over  the  same 
route.  Service  is  authorized  to  and  from 
the  interme^ate  and  oS  route  points  of 
Poughke^ie,  Hyde  Park.  Staatsbiu^, 
Rhinebeck,  Red  Hook,  Livingston.  Nevis, 
Clermont,  Hudson,  Klnderhook,  Green- 
bush,  Albany,  LoudonvlUe,  Rennsselaer, 
Wappingers  Falls,  Beaccm,  Newburgh, 
Marlboro,  Miltcm,  Hli^iland,  West  Park, 
Esopus,  Port  Bwen,  Klngstcm,  Highland, 
West  PariE.  Scotia,  Mensmds,  Cc^oee, 
Troy,  Waterford,  Watervllet,  and  Athens, 
N.Y.;  Oeno'al  commodities,  with  excep- 
tl(xis  as  a  cornmcm  carrier  over  irregular 
routes  between  New  York.  N.Y.,  and 
Yonkers,  N.Y.  Vendee  is  authorized  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier  in  Cminec- 
ticut,  D^ware,  the  District  of  Columbia, 
Maryland,  Massachusetts,  New  Jersey, 
New  York,  North  Carolina,  Pennsyl¬ 
vania.  Rhode  Island,  South  Carolina. 
Virginia,  and  West  Virginia.  Application 
has  been  filed  for  temporary  authority 
under  sectlExi  210a(b). 

No.  MC-P-13215.  Authority  sought 
for  purchase  by  COOPER-nJARRETT, 
INC.,  Hanover  Plaza,  Morristown.  NJ 
07960,  of  the  operating  rights  of  Coitral 
City  Express,  Inc.,  Post  Office  7402,  Nash¬ 
ville,  TN  37210.  and  for  acqulsiti<m  by 
R.  E.  Coop^,  Jr.,  Hanover  Plaza,  Morris¬ 
town,  NJ  07960,  of  control  of  such  rights 
through  the  purchase.  Applicants’  at¬ 
torneys:  Irvin  Klein,  Sout^ate  Tower. 
371  Seventh  Avenue.  New  York,  NY  10001 
and  George  M.  Catlett,  703-706  McClure 
Bldg.,  Fkankfort,  KY  40601.  Operating 
rights  sought  to  be  transferred :  Oenaral 
commodities,  except  those  of  unusual 
value,  household  goods  as  defined  b^  the 
Commission,  classes  A  and  B  explosives, 
commodities  in  bulk,  and  those  requiring 
special  equipment,  as  a  common  carrier 
over  regular  routes  serving  Paradise,  Ky., 
as  an  off-route  point  in  connection  with 
carrier’s  authorized  regular  route  op^ a- 
tions,  between  Nashville,  ’Tenn.,  and  Cen¬ 
tral  Cl^.  Ky.,  serving  all  intermediate 
points  between  Russellville.  Ky..  and 
Central  City  (except  Russellville)  with 
restriction.  Vendee  is  authorized  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier  in  Connecti¬ 
cut,  Delaware,  Illinois,  Indiana,  Iowa, 
Kansas.  Kentucky.  Maryland,  Massa¬ 
chusetts.  Missouri,  Nebraska,  New 
Hampshire,  New  Jersey.  New  York,  Ohio, 
Pennsylvania,  Rhode  Island,  ’]^nnes8ee, 
Washington,  West  Virginia  and  Wis¬ 
consin.  Application  has  not  been  filed 
for  temporary  authority  imder  section 
210a(b). 

Operating  Rights  Application(s)  Di- 
RxcrLT  Related  to  Finance  Proceedings 

The  following  operating  rights  ai^ll- 
cation(s)  are  filed  in  connection  with 
pending  finance  applications  imder  Sec¬ 
tion  5(2)  of  the  Interstate  Commerce 
Act.  or  seek  tacking  and/or  gateway 
elimination  in  connection  with  transfer 
applications  under  Section  212(b)  of  the 
Interstate  Commerce  Act. 

An  original  and  two  copies  of  protests 
to  the  granting  of  the  authorities  must 
be  filed  with  the  Commission  within  30 
days  after  the  date  of  this  Federal 


Register  notice.  Such  protests  shall  com¬ 
ply  with  Special  Rule  247(d)  of  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  General  Rules  of  Practice  (49 
CFR  1100.247)  and  Include  a  concise 
statement  of  Protestant’s  Interest  in  the 
proceeding  and  copies  of  its  conflicting 
authorities.  Verifi^  statements  in  op¬ 
position  should  not  be  tendered  at  this 
time.  A  copy  of  the  protest  shall  be 
served,  concurrently  upon  applicant’s 
representative,  or  applicant  if  no  r^re- 
sentative  is  named. 

Each  applicant  states  that  there  will 
be  no  significant  effect  on  the  quality  of 
the  human  environment  resulting  from 
approval  of  its  application. 

No.  MC  20894  (Sub-No.  23).  filed 
March  30.  1977.  Applicant:  P.  CAL¬ 
LAHAN.  INC.,  5240  Comly  Street.  Phila¬ 
delphia,  Pa.  19135.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Maxwell  A.  Howell,  1100  In¬ 
vestment  Bldg.,  1511  K  Street.  N.W.. 
Washington,  D.C.  20005.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Sxtch  commodities  as  are 
dealt  in  by  retail  department  stores  and 
mailorder  houses,  between  Baltimore, 
Md..  and  the  District  of  Columbia,  on  the 
one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  the  plant- 
site  of  R.  T.  French  Compcmy  located  at 
or  near  Sanderton,  Pa.,  New  York,  N.Y., 
and  points  in  Nassau,  Suffolk  and  West¬ 
chester  Counties,  N.Y.  and  points  in  New 
Jersey,  restricted  against  the  transporta¬ 
tion  of  traffic  to  or  from  the  facilities  of 
Honorbilt  Products,  Inc.,  located  at 
Phlladdlphla.  Pa. 

Note. — The  purpose  of  this  application  Is 
to  rtlmlnate  the  gateway  of  Chester,  Pa.,  a 
point  within  the  PhlUuMphla,  Pa.  Commer¬ 
cial  Zone.  This  Is  a  matter  dlr^ly  related  to 
a  Sectloti  8(9)  flnanoe  proceeding  In  IfO-F- 
13183  published  In  the  Pemceal  Rbgistee  Is¬ 
sue  of  April  ai,  1977.  If  a  hearing  Is  deemed 
necessary,  the  applicant  requests  It  be  held 
at  either  Philadelphia,  Pa.  or  Washington, 
D.C. 

No.  MC  41432  (Sub-No.  150),  filed 
April  14.  1977.  Api^cant:  EAST  TEXAS 
MOTOR  FREIGHT  LINES,  INC.,  2355 
Stemmons  Freeway,  P.O.  Box  10125, 
Dallas,  Tex.  75207.  Ai^cant’s  r^re- 
sentative:  Wyman  C.  Knapp.  825  Cfity 
National  Bank,  606  South  Olive  Street, 
Los  Angeles.  Calif.  90014.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motm*  vehicle,  over  irregular  and  reg¬ 
ular  routes,  transporting:  (A)  Irregifiar 
routes:  Oeneral  commodities  with  the 
following  exceptions:  (1)  Used  hous^old 
goods,  perstmal  effects  and  office,  store 
and  institution  furniture,  fixtures  and 
equipment  not  packed  in  salesmen’s  hand 
sample  cases,  suitcases,  overnight  or  Bos¬ 
ton  bags,  brief  cases,  hat  boxes,  valises, 
traveling  bags,  trunks,  lift  vans,  barrels, 
boxes.  carUms,  crates,  cases,  baskets, 
pails,  kits.  tube,  drums,  bags  (Jute,  cotton, 
buiiap  or  gunny)  or  bundles  (completely 
wrsusped  in  Jute,  cotton,  burlap,  gunny, 
fibreboard,  or  straw  matting) ;  (2)  Auto¬ 
mobiles,  trucks  and  buses,  viz.:  new  and 
used,  finished  or  unfinished  passenger 
automobiles  (including  Jeeps),  ambu¬ 
lances,  hearses  and  taxis,  freight  auto¬ 
mobiles,  automobile  chassis,  trucks,  truck 
chassis,  truck  trailers,  truths  and  trailers 
combined,  buses  and  bus  chassis;  (3) 


Livestock,  viz.:  barrows,  bocus,  bulls, 
butcher  hogs,  calves,  cattle,  cows,  dairy 
cattle,  ewes,  feeder  pigs,  gilts,  goats,  heif¬ 
ers,  hogs,  kids,  lambs,  oxen,  pigs,  rams 
(bucks) .  sheep,  sheep  camp  outfits,  sows, 
steers,  stags,  swine  or  wethers;  (4)  Liq¬ 
uids,  compressed  gases,  commodities  in 
semiplastlc  form  and  ccxnmodities  in  sus¬ 
pension  in  liquids  in  bulk,  in  tank  trucks, 
tank  trailers,  tank  semitrailers  or  a  com¬ 
bination  ot  such  highway  vehicles; 

(5)  CTommoditles  when  transported  in 
bulk  in  dump  type  trucks  or  trailers  or 
in  h<«H)er-type  trucks  or  trailers;  (6) 
Commodities  when  transported  in  motor 
vehicles  equipped  tor  mechanical  mixing 
in  transit;  (7)  Commodities  requiring 
the  use  of  special  refrigeration  or  tem¬ 
perature  control  In  specially  designed 
and  constructed  refrigerator  equipment; 
and  (8)  Logs,  between  those  points  near 
Los  Angeles,  (Talif.,  beginning  at  the  in¬ 
tersection  of  State  mghway  27  and  State 
Highway  1 ;  nmiherly  (m  State  Highway 
27  to  U.S.  Highway  101;  westerly  on  U.S. 
Highway  101  to  a  point  where  the  city 
limits  of  the  City  of  Los  Angeles  are  in¬ 
tersected  thn^y;  norttterly  and  easterly 
along  said  dty  limits  of  Los  Angeles  to 
a  point  from  which  an  imaginary  line 
drawn  easterly  intersects  Interstate 
Highway  405;  easterly  from  such  point 
along  such  imaginary  line  to  Interstate 
Highway  405;  southerty  almig  Interstate 
Highway  405  to  CThatsworth  Drive; 
northeasterly  along  Cfiiatswmih  Drive  to 
the  corporate  boundary  of  the  Cfity  of 
San  Fernando,  westerly  and  northerly 
alOTig  said  corporate  boundary  to  McClay 
Avenue;  thence  northeasterly  along  Mc- 
CTlay  Avenue  and  its  prolongation  to  the 
Angeles  National  F(H*eBC  boundsury; 
southeast^ly  and  easterly  along  the 
Angdes  Natimial  Forest  and  Scui  Bern¬ 
ardino  National  Forest  boundary  to  State 
Highway  38;  westerly  alrnig  State  High¬ 
way  38  to  Biyant  Street  north  of  Yu¬ 
caipa;  southerly  ak»g  Bryant  Street  to 
tuid  including  the  unincorporated  com¬ 
munity  of  Yucaipa;  westerly  almig  Red¬ 
lands  Boulevard  to  Interstate  Highway 
10;  niHthwesterly  akmg  Interstate  High¬ 
way  10  to  and  including  the  City  of  Red¬ 
lands;  westerly  along  Interstate  High¬ 
way  10  to  Interstate  Highway  15;  south¬ 
erly  al<Hig  Interstate  Hifihway  15  to  Ales¬ 
sandro  near  March  Air  Force  Base;  west¬ 
erly  alMig  Van  Burm  Boulevard  to 
Arlington;  southwest^ly  along  Magnolia 
Avenue  to  State  Highway  91;  southwest¬ 
erly  and  westerly  along  State  Highway 
91  to  State  Highway  55;  southerly  along 
State  Highway  55  to  the  Pacific  Ocean; 
westerly  and  northerly  along  the  shore¬ 
line  of  the  Pacific  Ocecm  to  a  point  di¬ 
rectly  south  of  the  intersection  of  Sunset 
Boulevard  and  State  Highway  1;  thence 
ncNtherly  along  an  imaginary  line  to  the 
point  beginning,  included  within  the 
territory  immediatdy  above  described 
are  all  places  within  the  corporate  limits 
of  any  city  which  is  bisected  by  state  and 
Interstate  hi^ways  and  county  roads 
constituting  the  boundary  of  such  terri¬ 
tory  between  Yucaipa  and  Newport 
Beach,  (hereinafter  the  territory  de¬ 
scribed  above  will  be  referred  to  as  the 
Los  Angeles  Basin  Area) . 
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(B)  Regular  routes:  General  com¬ 
modities.  with  the  exceptions  listed  In  (1) 
above:  Between  Santa  Barbara.  CallT. 
and  the  Los  Angeles  Basin  Area  described 
in  (1)  above:  From  Santa  Barbara  over 
U.S.  Highways  101  and  101  Alternate, 
serving  all  intermediate  points  and  said 
highways  and  all  points  laterally  within 
five  miles  of  said  highways:  Frcxn  Santa 
Barbara  over  U.S.  Highways  101  and  101 
Alternate,  to  the  Los  Angeles  Basin  Area, 
and  return  over  the  same  route. 

Note. — ^The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  con¬ 
vert  a  Certificate  of  Registration  to  a  Cer¬ 
tificate  of  Public  Convenience  and  Necessity. 
This  matter  is  directly  related  to  a  Section 
5(2)  finance  proceeding  in  MC-P-13193,  pub¬ 
lished  in  the  Federal  Register  issue  of  April 
28,  1977.  If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Los 
Angeles,  Calif,  or  Washington,  D.C. 

No.  MC  42487  (Sub-No.  863),  filed 
April  19,  1977.  Applicant:  (CONSOLI¬ 
DATED  FREIGHTWAYS  CORPORA¬ 
TION  OF  DELAWARE,  175  Llnfield 
Drive,  Menlo  Paric,  Calif.  94025.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  E.  T.  Liipfert, 
Suite  1000,  1660  L  Street  NW.,  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C.  20036.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle  over  irregular  routes,  transjxirt- 
ing:  (1)  General  commodities,  between 
points  in  l^iartanburg  County,  South 
(Carolina,  and  between  points  in  Spar¬ 
tanburg  County  and  points  in  South 
Carolina;  (2)  General  commodities. 
including  hous^(dd  goods  (except 
Classes  A  and  B  explosives,  petro¬ 
leum  products  in  bulk  and  commodities 
requiring  special  equipment) :  between 
points  in  Unicn  County.  South  (Carolina, 
and  between  points  in  Union  County,  and 
points  in  S(Xith  Carolina;  i3)  Cotton 
piece  goods  and  rayons  finished  and  un¬ 
finished:  between  points  in  South  Caro¬ 
lina;  (4)  General  commodities,  between 
points  in  York  Coimty,  South  (Carolina, 
and  between  points  in  York  County  and 
points  in  South  Carolina;  and,  between 
points  in  Aikra  County,  l^uth  (Carolina, 
and  between  points  in  Aiken  County  and 
points  in  South  (Carolina;  and  between 
points  in  Charleston  County,  South  Caro¬ 
lina,  and  points  in  South  (Carolina;  (5) 
General  commodities,  (except  a^^rfialt, 
liquid  petroluem  products  in  bulk  In  tank 
trucks.  Classes  A  and  B  explosives  and 
other  dangerous  commodities,  and  house¬ 
hold  goods) :  between  points  in  (Charles- 
Um,  Greenville,  and  Richland  Counties. 
South  Carolina,  and  points  in  South 
Carolina;  and  between  points  in  Green¬ 
ville,  Spartanburg,  and  Union  (Counties. 
South  Carolina,  and  between  points  in 
Greenville,  Spartanburg,  and  Unl<m 
Counties,  South  (Carolina,  and  points  in 
South  Carolina. 

Note. — ^The  purpose  of  this  application  U 
to  convert  a  Certificate  oh  Registration  to  a 
Certificate  of  Public  Ctonvenlence  and  Neces¬ 
sity.  This  matter  is  directly  related  to  a  fi¬ 
nance  proceeding  under  Section  5(2)  In  MC- 
F-1S199,  published  in  the  noBAL  Rauisiu 
issue  of  May  5. 1977.  Oommon  oontrcM  may  be 
invidved.  If  a  heculng  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  vequests  that  it  be  held  at  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.Qt, 


No.  MC  93649  (Sub-No.  20).  filed 
AprU  12,  1977.  Applicant:  GAINES  MO¬ 
TOR  LINES,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  1549,  Hick¬ 
ory,  N.C.  28601.  Applicant’s  representa¬ 
tive:  Edward  G.  Vlllalon,  1032  Pennsyl¬ 
vania  Building,  Pennsylvania  Ave.  and 
13th  St.  NW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20004. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  ir¬ 
regular  routes,  transporting:  (1)  Prod¬ 
ucts  of,  and  materials  and  supplies  used 
by  textile  manufacturing  plants,  from 
Boston,  Somerville,  and  Haverhill,  Mass., 
New  Haven,  Conn.,  Pawtucket,  East 
Providence,  Providence,  and  Warren,  R.I. 
to  Maiden,  N.C.,  and  points  in  North 
Carolina  and  South  Carolina  within  45 
miles  of  Maiden  (eliminating  the  gate¬ 
way  of  Newark,  N.J.) ;  (2)  Textiles  and 
textile  products,  from  points  in  South 
Carolina  and  points  in  North  Carolina 
within  45  miles  of  Maiden,  N.C.,  to  Bos¬ 
ton,  Somerville,  an'd  Haverhill,  Mass., 
New  Haven,  Conn.,  Pawtucket,  East 
Providence,  Providence,  and  Warren,  R.I. 
(eliminating  the  gateway  of  a  point  in 
New  Jersey  within  50  miles  of  Newark, 
N.J.) ;  and  (3)  Cotton  yam  and  cotton 
knit  goods,  from  Maiden,  N.C.,  and  points 
in  North  Carolina  within  25  miles  of 
Maiden,  N.C..  to  Boston,  Somerville,  and 
Haverhill,  Mass.,  New  Haven.  Conn., 
Pawtucket,  East  Providence,  Providence, 
and  Warren,  R.I.  (eliminating  the  gate¬ 
way  of  a  point  in  New  Jersey  within  50 
miles  of  Newark,  N.J.) . 

Noit. — This  application  is  directly  related 
to  MO-F-13192,  Gaines  Motor  Unea.  Inc.— 
Purchase  (Portion) — ^Hi-Cube  Transport, 
Inc.,  filed  April  12,  1977,  pursuant  to  Ex  Parte 
No.  65  (Sub-No.  8).  Petition  to  KUmlnate 
Gateways,  and  published  In  the  Federal 
Register  issue  of  April  28.  1977. 

No.  MC  105008  (Sub-No.  25).  filed 
April  7.  1977.  Applicant;  EDWARD  W. 
CHADDERTON,  doing  business  as, 
CHADDERTON  TRUCKING,  P.O.  Box 
687,  Budd  St.,  Sharon,  Pa.  16146.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  Stanley  E.  Levine, 
2310  Grant  Bldg..  Pittsburgh,  Pa.  15219. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  ir¬ 
regular  routes,  transporting:  General 
commodities  (except  those  of  unusual 
value,  Classes  A  and  B  explosives,  house¬ 
hold  goods  as  defined  by  the  Ccmimls- 
sion,  commodities  in  bulk,  and  commod¬ 
ities  requiring  special  equipment),  be¬ 
tween  the  Borough  of  Mercer,  Pa.,  and 
points  in  Mercer  County,  Pi.,  locate  on 
and  west  of  U.S.  Highway  19,  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in 
Pennsylvania. 

Note. — The  purpose  of  this  applicatton  is 
to  convert  applicant’s  Certificate  of  Regis¬ 
tration  to  a  Certificate  of  Public  Convenience 
and  Necessity.  This  is  a  matter  Directly  Re¬ 
lated  to  a  Section  6(2)  filnanoe  proceeding 
in  MC— F-13137  publlMied  in  the  Fedbal 
Rsgistb  issue  of  March  10, 1977.  If  a  hearing 
is  deemed  necessary,  the  applicant  requests 
it  be  held  at  Pittsburgh,  Pa. 

No.  MC  142268  (Sub-No.  13).  filed 
February  2.  1977.  Apidicant:  OORSKI 
BUI£  TRANSPORT.  INC..  RJL  No.  4. 
Harrow.  Ontario.  Canada  IfCMEt  lOO. 


Applicant’s  representative:  William  B. 
Elmer,  21635  East  Nine  Mile  Rd.,  St. 
Clair  Shores.  Mich.  48080.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier. 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  (1)  Neutral  grain  spirits. 
in  bulk,  in  tank  v^icles,  from  Clinton 
and  Muscatine,  Iowa,  and  Atchison, 
Kans.,  to  Allen  Park,  Mich.,  restricted 
to  traffic  destined  to  the  facilities  of 
Heublein,  Inc.,  located  at  Allen  Park, 
Mich.;  and  (2)  alcoholic  beverages  (ex¬ 
cept  in  bulk)  from  Allen  Park,  Mich.,  to 
points  in  Florida.  Georgia,  Illinois, 
Kansas,  North  Carolina,  Oklahoma, 
South  Carolina,  Texas,  Virginia,  and 
West  Virginia,  restricted  to  shipments 
originating  at  the  facilities  of  Heublein, 
Inc.,  located  at  Allen  Park,  Mich. 

Note. — ^The  purpose  of  this  application  Is 
to  convert  applicant’s  contract  carrier  au¬ 
thority  to  common  carrier  authority.  This 
Is  a  matter  Directly  Related  to  a  Section 
6(2)  finance  proceeding  in  MC-F-12898  pub¬ 
lished  In  the  Federal  Rxgistb  Issue  of 
August  19,  1976.  Common  control  may  be 
Involved.  If  a  bearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests,  it  be  held  at  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C. 

No.  MC  142723  (Sub-No.  1).  filed 
April  16,  1977.  Applicant:  BRISTOL 
(X)NSOLIDATORS,  INC.,  4133  Cfiaren- 
ceaux  Dr.,  Gibsonia,  Pa.  15044.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  William  A.  Gray, 
2310  Grant  Bldg..  Pittsburgh,  Pa.  15219. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  contract 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  Irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Such  merchandise 
as  is  dealt  in  by  retail  variety,  depart¬ 
ment  and  drug  stores,  and  equipment, 
materials,  and  supplies  used  in  the  con¬ 
duct  of  such  business  (except  commodi¬ 
ties  In  bulk)  between  Pymatunlng 
Township,  Pa.,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on 
the  other,  points  in  Maryland,  New 
York,  Ohio,  West  Virginia,  New  Jersey, 
Pennsylvania,  Indiana,  Virginia,  Ken¬ 
tucky,  Michigan,  Illinois,  and  the  Dis¬ 
trict  of  Columbia,  under  a  continuing 
coc'^ract  or  contracts  with  G.  C.  Murphy 
Company  of  McKeesport,  Pa. 

Note. — Common  control  may  be  Involved. 
If  a  hearing  la  deemed  necessary,  iqipllcant 
requests  that  It  be  held  at  Pittsburgh.  Pa., 
or'  Washington,  D.C.  This  application  Is 
directly  related  to  MC-F-13191,  published  In 
the  Federal  Register  Issue  of  April  28,  1977, 
In  which  John  J.  Gbaznavl  seeks  to  control 
J  A  8,  Inc.,  and  to  continue  In  control  of 
Bristol  Consolidators,  Inc. 

Motor  Carrier  Alternate  Route 
Deviations 

The  following  letter-notices  to  operate 
over  deviation  routes  for  operating  con¬ 
venience  only  have  been  filed  with  the 
Commission  under  the  Deviation  Rules 
— ^Motor  Carrier  of  Passengers  (49  CFR 
1042.2(c)(9)). 

Protests  against  the  use  of  any  pro¬ 
posed  deviation  route  herein  described 
may  be  filed  with  the  Commission  in  the 
manner  and  form  provided  in  such  rules 
at  any  time,  but  will  not  operate  to  stay 
commencement  of  the  proposed  (H>era- 
tioos  unless  filed  within  30  days  from  the 
date  of  this  Fxokxal  Rxcism  notice. 
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Each  applicant  states  that  there  will 
be  no  significant  effect  on  the  quality  of 
the  human  environment  resulting  from 
approval  of  its  request. 

Motor  Carriers  of  Passengers 

No.  MC  1515  (Deviation  No.  728), 
GREYHOUND  LINES,  INC.,  Greyhoimd 
Tower,  Phoenix,  Ariz.  85077,  fil^  May 
10,  1977.  Carrier  proposes  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  of 
passengers  and  their  baggage  and  express 
and  newspapers  hi  the  same  vehicle  with 
passengers,  over  a  deviation  route  as 
follows:  Prom  Kingman,  Arlz.,  over  In¬ 
terstate  Highway  40  (using  U.S.  Highway 
66  until  Interstate  Highway  40  Is  com¬ 
pleted)  to  Seligman,  Arlz.,  and  return 
over  the  same  route  for  operating  con¬ 
venience  only.  The  notice  indicates  that 
the  carrier  is  presently  authorized  to 
transport  passengers  and  the  same  prop¬ 
erty  over  a  pertinent  service  route  as 
follows:  From  Kingman,  Ariz.,  over  UJS. 
Highway  66  to  Seligman,  Arlz.,  and  re¬ 
turn  over  the  same  route. 

No.  MC  67024  (DevlaUon  No.  .  S) , 
SERVICE  COACH  LINE,  INC.,  525  Madi¬ 
son  St.,  P.O.  Box  1441,  Tampa,  Fla. 
33602,  filed  May  6,  1977.  Carrier  pro¬ 
poses  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by 
motor  -vehicle,  of  passengers  and  their 
baggage  and  express  and  newspapers  in 
the  same  v^lcle  with  passengers,  over 
a  deviation  route  as  follows:  Prom 
McIntosh,  Ga.,  over  Ge<»^a  Highway 
196  to  Junction  n.S.  Highway  17,  and 
return  over  the  same  route  for  operating 
convenience  only.  The  notice  todlcates 
that  the  carrier  is  presently  authorized 
to  transport  passengers  and  the  same 
property  over  a  pertinent  service  route 
as  follows:  From  McIntosh,  Oa.,  over 
n.S.  Highway  82  (formerly  Ge<M*gia 
Highway  38)  to  Midway,  Ga.,  thence  over 
n.S.  Highway  17  to  jxmctlon  Georgia 
Highway  196,  and  return  over  the  same 
route. 

Motor  Carrier  Intrastate 
Application(s) 

The  following  application(s)  for  motor 
common  carrier  authority  to  operate  In 
intrastate  commerce  seek  (xxicurrent 
motor  carrier  authorization  in  interstate 
or  foreign  commerce  within  the  limits  of 
the  intrastate  authority  sought,  pursuant 
to  Section  206(a)  (6)  of  the  Interstate 
Commerce  Act.'  These  appllcatl<»is  are 
governed  by  Special  Rule  245  of  the 


Commission’s  General  Rules  of  Practice 
(49  CFR  1100.245),  which  provides, 
among  other  things,  that  protests  and 
requests  for  information  concerning  the 
time  and  place  of  State  C(xnmisslon 
hearings  or  other  proceedings,  any  sub¬ 
sequent  changes  therein,  and  any  other 
related  matters  shall  be  directed  to  the 
State  Commission  with  which  the  appli¬ 
cation  is  filed  and  shall  not  be  addressed 
to  or  filed  with  the  Interstate  Commerce 
Commission. 

Oklahcxna  Docket  No.  MC  40463,  ^ed 
April  28,  1977.  Applicant:  DISPATCH 
DELIVERY  <i  STORAGE,  INC.,  809 
Southwest  7th,  Oklahoma  City,  Okla. 
73112.  Applicant’s  representative:  Wil- 
Uam  D.  Watts.  1600  Midland  Center, 
Oklahoma  City,  Okla.  73102.  Certificate 
of  Public  Convenience  and  Necessity 
sought  to  (^?erate  a  freight  service  as 
follows:  Transportation  of  General  com¬ 
modities — Film:  (1)  Between  Oklahoma 
dty,  Okla.,  and  Midwest  City,  Del  City, 
Bethany,  Warr  Acres.  The  Village,  and 
Nichols  Hills,  Okla.,  and  return;  (2)  be¬ 
tween  Oklahoma  City,  Okla.,  and  Ed¬ 
mond,  Nicoma  Paiii,  Spencer,  Mustang, 
and  Newcastle,  Okla.,  and  return;  (3) 
between  Oklahoma  City,  Okla.,  and 
Moore  and  Norman,  Okla.,  via  Interstate 
Highway  35,  and  return;  and  (4)  between 
Oklahoma  City,  Okla.,  and  Yukon,  Okla., 
via  Interstate  Highway  40,  and  return. 
Intrastate,  interstate,  and  foreign  com¬ 
merce  authority  sought.  Hearing:  Date, 
time,  and  place  scheduled  tor  Jime  6, 
1977,  at  9  am.,  in  the  Ref^'ee’s  Court 
Room.  Second  Floor,  Jim  Thorpe  Office 
Building,  Oklsdioma  City.  Okla.  Requests 
for  proc^ural  information  should  be  ad¬ 
dressed  to  the  Oklahoma  Corporation 
Cmnmisslon,  Jim  Tliorpe  Office  Building, 
Oklahoma  City,  Okla.  73105  and  should 
not  be  directed  to  the  Interstate  Com¬ 
merce  Commission. 

By  the  Commission. 

Robert  L.  Oswald, 
Secretary. 

IFR  Doc.77-14173  Filed  5-18-77;8:46  am] 


TRANSPORTATION  OF  "WASTF’  PROD¬ 
UCTS  FOR  REUSE  AND  RECYCUNG 
(GENERAL  MOTOR  CARRIER  LICENSING 

Filing  of  Petition  for  Declaratory  Order 
Mat  19.  1977. 

Filed  February  11,  1977.  PetltlcNier: 
SCHNEIDER  TRANSPORT,  INC.,  2661 


South  Broadway,  Green  Bay,  Wis.  54304. 
Petitioner's  representative:  Charles  W. 
Singer.  2440  E.  Commercial  Blvd.,  Ft. 
Lauderdale.  Fla.  33308.  On  December  21, 
1970,  the  Interstate  Commerce  Commis¬ 
sion  initiated  proceedings  to  develop  a 
streamlined  application  procedure  to  al¬ 
low  motor  carriers  to  transport  “waste” 
products  for  reuse  and  recycling  in  fur¬ 
therance  of  a  recognized  pollution  con¬ 
trol  program.  On  the  basis  of  the  reports 
in  114  M.C.C.  92.  and  124  M.C.C.  583, 
regulations  were  promulgated  which  al¬ 
lowed  participation  in  a  Special  Certifi¬ 
cate  on  the  basis  of  the  filing  of  a  writ¬ 
ten  request  containing  certain  represen¬ 
tations  Including  a  letter  of  support  from 
the  organization  or  organizatlmis  en¬ 
gaged  in  the  pollution  control  program. 
See  49  CFR  Part  1062.  Petitioner,  a  mo¬ 
tor  carrier  holding  both  common  carrier 
authority  and  a  Special  Certificate  seeks, 
by  the  instant  petition,  a  declaratory  or¬ 
der  fitHn  the  Commission  to  clarify  cer¬ 
tain  definitional  aspects  of  the  criteria 
ad(g}ted  in  the  above  proceedings  as  ap¬ 
plied  to  factual  situations.  Petitioner  re¬ 
quests  the  Commission  to  consider  the 
following  questions:  (1)  Who  qualifies 
as  a  sponsor  of  a  recognized  pollution 
control  iHOgram,  and  (2)  what  transpor¬ 
tation  service  can  be  performed  for  that 
spmisor  or  others  under  the  Special  Cer¬ 
tificate.  Petitioner  also  contends  that  in 
some  instances  Ccxnmission  decisions 
pursuant  to  the  involved  rule  have  been 
inconsistent.  The  Commission  will  con¬ 
sider  the  issues  ralMd  by  petitioner,  re¬ 
view  filings  pursuant  to  the  rule  to  iden¬ 
tify  possible  lnc<mslstencies,  and  take 
any  action  as  the  circumstances  may  re¬ 
quire  to  insure  that  all  services  per¬ 
formed  by  carriers  presently  operating 
under  the  Special  Certificate  are  within 
the  limits  authorized  by  the  regulation. 
All  perscms  interested  in  commenting  on 
the  above  issues  are  invited  to  file  written 
stat^ents  with  the  Cmnmlssion.  An  ori¬ 
ginal  and  15  copies  (wherever  possible) 
of  such  statements  should  be  submitted 
<m  ch:  before  June  20, 1977  to:  The  Secre¬ 
tary,  Interstate  Commerce  Commission. 
Washington,  D.C.  20423.  A  copy  should 
also  be  served  on  petitioner’s  representa¬ 
tive. 

Robert  L.  Oswald, 
Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.77-14323  Filed  5-18-77:8:45  am] 
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AGENCY  HOLDING  THE  MEETING: 
Civil  Aeronautics  Board. 

TIME  AND  DATE:  10  am..  May  24,  1977. 

PLACE:  Room  1027,  1825  Connecticut 
Avenue,  NW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20428. 

SUBJECTT:  Docket  29139,  EDRr-296.  Re¬ 
examination  of  the  Board’s  Policies  Ck>n- 
oernlng  DelU)erate  Overboiling  and 
Oversales. 

STATUS:  Open. 

PERSONS  TO  CONTACT: 

Phyllis  T.  Kaylor,  The  Secretary,  202- 
673-5068. 

[3-434-77  Piled  6-16-77:3 : 69  pm) 


AGENCY  HOLDING  THE  MEETING: 
Consumer  Product  Safety  Commission. 

“FEDERAL  REGISTER"  CITAnON  OP 
PREVIOUS  ANNOUNCEMENT:  May  11, 
1977, 42  FR  23935. 

PREVIOUSLY  ANNOUNCED  TIME 
AND  DATE:  9:30  ajn..  May  19,  1977. 

CHANGES  IN  THE  MEETING:  The 
meeting  will  begin  at  2  pjn..  Instead  of 
at  9:30,  and  will  Include  consideration 
of  the  first  three  items  previously  an¬ 
nounced: 

1.  Oas-flred  Space  Heaters  and  Catalytic 
Heaters,  Petitions  CP  74-10  and  76-16. 

2.  Possible  Substantial  Product  Hazard: 
B.  Altman  &  Co.  trolley  ride  toy  {ID  77-14). 

3.  Report  on  the  Office  of  PubUc  Participa¬ 
tion  and  Financial  Compensation  Program. 

The  remaining  two  items  previously 
announced  have  been  deleted  from  the 
agenda.  The  Commission  will  consider 
the  Policy  on  Official  Appearances  at 
Facilities  with  Discriminatory  Policies 
as  a  ballot  vote  item.  The  Policy  on  Vol¬ 
untary  Standards  will  be  rescheduled. 
IS-433-77  nied  6-16-77;  1:66  pm] 


3 

AGENCY  HOLDING  THE  MEETING: 
Consumer  Product  Safe^  Commlsskm. 


“FEDERAL  REGISTER"  CITATION  OP 
PREVIOUS  ANNOUNCEMENT. 

PREVIOUSLY  ANNOUNCED  TIME 
AND  DATE:  2:30  pjn..  May  13,  1977. 

CTHANGES  IN  MEETING:  The  Com¬ 
mission  voted  to  add  to  this  meeting  a 
discussion  of  Tris  litigation,  in  light  of 
a  U.S.  Appellate  Court  decision  on  May 
12,  staling  a  previous  Order  from  the 
U.S.  District  Court.  Ihls  discussion  pre¬ 
ceded  the  previously-scheduled  discus¬ 
sion  of  CPI^  Reorganization.  Both  por¬ 
tions  of  the  meeting  were  closed  to  the 
public. 

(S-432-77  Piled  6-16-77;  1 : 66  pm] 
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AGENCY  HOLDING  THE  MEETING: 
Consumer  Product  Safety  Commission. 

TIME  AND  DATE:  9:30  a.m..  May  26, 
1977. 

LOCATION:  3rd  Floor  Hearing  Room, 
1111, 18th  St.,  NW.,  Washington,  D.C. 

STATUS:  Part  is  open  to  the  public;  part 
is  closed. 

MATTERS  TO  BE  CONSIDERED: 
Portion  open  to  the  public : 

1.  Petition  on  Nylon  Threads  in  Chil¬ 
dren’s  Bedding  and  Clothing  {Petition 
HP  75-19) .  The  petitioner  has  asked  the 
Commission  to  take  regulatory  action  on 
loose  threads  in  these  products,  which 
might  pose  a  hazard  to  children  who  are 
entangled. 

2.  Policy  on  Voluntary  Standards.  This 
policy  would  describe  CP8C  philosophy 
on  (a)  support  and  participation  in  vol¬ 
untary  standards  development,  (b)  rdi- 
ance  on  mechanisms  Otti^  than  issuing 
CP8C  mandatory  standards,  and  (c)  con- 
sideratifxi  of  voluntary  standards  in  de¬ 
veloping  and/or  promulgating  mandatory 
safety  standards.  Commissioner  Franklin 
prepared  an  outline  for  this  discussion. 
(Originally  scheduled  for  May  19,  1977 
meeting.) 

3.  Refuse  Bins.  The  Commission  will 
consider  a  draft  banning  rule  for  un¬ 
stable  refuse  bins,  which  was  prepared 
by  the  staff.  Portion  closed  to  the  public. 

4.  Proposal  to  seek  Consent  Agreement 
and  lor  Notice  of  Enforcement:  Flamma¬ 
ble  Fabrics  Act  Case.  BCMI  No.  6-048 
(originally  scheduled  for  May  1*2,  1977 
meeting) . 

5.  Recommendation  to  Seek  Civil  Pen¬ 
alty:  Flammable  Fabrics  Act  Case,  OS 
package  No.  389. 

CONTACT  PERSON  FOR  ADDITIONAL 
INFORMATION: 


Sheldon  D.  Butts,  Assistant  Secretary, 
Office  of  the  Secretary,  Suite  300,  1111 
18th  St.,  NW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20207. 
Telephone  202-634-770. 

[S-436  Piled  6-17-77:9:34  am] 
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AGENCY  HOLDING  THE  MEETING: 
National  Railroad  Passenger  Corpora¬ 
tion. 

In  accordance  with  rule  4a.  of  Appen¬ 
dix  A  of  the  By-laws  of  the  National 
Railroad  Passenger  Corporation,  notice 
is  given  that  the  Board  of  Directors  will 
meet  on  May  26,  1977. 

A.  The  meeting  will  be  held  on  Thurs¬ 
day,  May  26,  1977,  in  the  Renoir  Room 
of  toe  L’Enfant  Plaza  Hotel,  480  L’En- 
fant  Plaza  East,  Southwest,  Washington, 
D.C.,  beginning  at  9  am.  The  portion 
of  toe  meeting  beginning  at  9  will  be 
closed  to  toe  public,  during  which  time 
toe  Board  will  consider  agenda  item 
No.  1,  as  identified  below. 

B.  The  meeting  will  be  open  to  toe 
public  beginning  at  9:30  am.  starting 
with  agenda  item  No.  2,  as  identified 
below. 

C.  The  agenda  items  to  be  discussed 
at  toe  meeting  follow: 

Agenda 

NATIONAL  RAILBOAD  PASSENGER  CORPORATION, 
MEETING  or  THE  BOARD  OF  DIRECTORS — MAT 
IS,  IBTT 

(9)  Closed  Session 

1.  Internal  Personnel  Matters. 

(9:30)  Open  Session 

2.  Approval  of  Minutes  of  Regular  Meeting 
of  April  22,  1977. 

3.  Commitment  Approval  Requests. 

77-122  Retire  and  Scrap  Nine  Passenger 
Cars. 

77-137  Convert  Ten  E-8  Type  Locomotives 
Into  Steam  Generator  Unite. 
77-141  Harrisburg,  Pa. — Structural  Repairs. 
77-146  Conversion  of  26  Sleeping  Cars. 

4.  Board  Committee  Reports. 

A.  Northeast  Corridor  Improvement  Proj¬ 
ect:  (1)  General  Status  Report;  (2)  Statvts 
of  Baseline  Implementation  Master  Plan;  (3) 
Electrification;  (4)  Concrete  Ties;  and  (6) 
Grade  Crossing  Situation. 

B.  Planning/Equipment:  (1)  Capital  Plan 
Reprogramming;  (2)  Single-level  Long  Dis¬ 
tance  New  Equipment;  (3)  Route  Crlterla- 
Task  in  Options;  (4)  A^A  Locmnotive  Test 
Results;  and  (6)  French  Locomotive  Program 
Status. 

C.  Audlt/Plnance:  (1)  Arthur  Anderson  & 
Co.  Presentation  of  Preliminary  Year-End 
Audit  Work. 

6.  President’s  Reports. 

A.  Operations:  (1)  National  Operations; 
(2)  Operations  Sui^rt;  and  (3)  Ncurtheast 
Corridor  Operations. 
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B.  lilarkeUng. 

C.  OoTemment  Affairs. 

6.  Financial  Repots. 

7.  Approval  of  Retirement  Income  Plan 
Changes. 

8.  New  Business. 

0.  Adjournment. 

D.  Inquiries  regarding  the  Information 
required  to  be  made  available  to  the 
public  pursuant  to  Appendix  A  of  the 
Corporation’s  By-laws  should  be  directed 
to  the  Corporate  Secretary  at  202-484- 
7679. 

Dated;  May  16. 1977. 

Eltse  G.  Wander, 
Corporate  Secretary. 

[S-431-77  Piled  6-16-77:12:03  pmj 
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AGENCY  HOLDING  THE  MEETING: 
National  Transportation  Safety  Board. 

“FEDERAL  REGISTER”  CITATION  OP 
PREVIOUS  ANNOUNCEMENT:  42  PR 
24175.  May  12.  1977. 

PREVIOUSLY  ANNOUNCED  TIME  AND 
DATE  OP  MEETING:  May  19.  1977.  9:30 
ajn.  (NM-77-lla). 

CHANGES  IN  THE  MEETING:  The  fol¬ 
lowing  agenda  item  has  been  added; 
AnntMl  Report  to  Congress,  Calendar  Tear 
1976. 

IS-437-77  Piled  6-17-77:9:34  am] 
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AGENCY  HOLDING  THE  MEETING; 
National  Transportation  Safety  Board. 

TIME  AND  DATE:  2:30  p.m.,  Thursday. 
May  19.  1977  (NM-77-12) . 

PLACE:  NTSB  Board  Room,  National 
Transportation  Safety  Board,  800  In¬ 
dependence  Avenue  SW..  Washington, 
D.C.  20594. 

STATUS:  Closed. 

MATTER  TO  BE  CONSIDERED: 

Discussion  re  Selection  of  the  Chief, 
Field  Investigation  Division.  Bureau  of 
Accident  Investigation. 

CONTACT  PERSON  FOR  MORE  IN¬ 
FORMATION: 

Sharon  Flemming,  202-755-4930. 
(8-438-77  Piled  6-17-77:9:34  am) 
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AGENCY  HOLDING  THE  MEETING: 
National  Transportation  Safety  Board. 

TIME  AND  DATE;  9:30  a.m.,  Thursday, 
May  26.  1977  (NM-77-13). 

PLACE:  Board  Room,  National  Trans¬ 
portation  Safety  Board.  800  Indepen¬ 
dence  Avenue  SW.,  Washington,  D.C. 
20594. 

STATUS:  Open. 

MATTERS  TO  BE  CONSIDERED: 

1.  Discussion  re  Alternatives  for  ATC- 
Tape  Pnooessing. 


2.  Letter  to  Federal  Railroad  Admin¬ 
istration  re  ANPRM  I^t.  RSGM-l,  Im¬ 
proved  Glazing  Material  In  Windows  of 
Certain  Railroad  Cars. 

CONTACT  PERSON  FOR  MORE  IN- 
FORlklATION: 

Sharon  Flemming,  202-755-4930. 
[S-439-77  Plied  6-17-77;9:34  am] 
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AGENCY  HOLDING  THE  MEETING: 
National  Transportatlcm  Safety  Board. 

TIME  AND  DATE:  2:30  p.m..  Tljiursday, 
May  26. 1977  (NM-77-14). 

PLACE:  Board  Room,  National  Trans¬ 
portation  Safety  Board,  800  Independ¬ 
ence  Avenue.  SW.,  Washington,  D.C. 
20594. 

STATUS:  Closed. 

MATTER  TO  BE  CONSIDERED: 

Opinion  and  Order. — Administrator  v. 
Lewis,  Dkt.  SE-3340;  Dlspositiim  of  Ad¬ 
ministrator’s  Appeal. 

CONTACT  PERSON  FOR  MORE  IN- 
PORMATTON: 

Sharon  Flemming,  202-755-4930. 
(8-440-77  Plied  6-17-77:9:34  am] 


10 

AGENCY  HOLDING  THE  MEETING: 
US.  Railroad  Retirement  Board. 

TIME  AND  DATE:  10  a.m..  May  25. 1977. 

PLACE:  Board’s  meeting  room  on  the 
8th  floor  of  its  headquarters  building  at 
844  Rush  Street,  Chicago,  Illinois  60611. 

STATUS:  Parts  of  this  meeting  will  be 
(H>en  to  the  public.  The  rest  of  the  meet¬ 
ing  will  be  closed  to  the  public. 

MATTERS  TO  BE  CONSIDERED: 
Portions  open  to  the  public : 

(1)  Hearings  transcripts  of  appealed 
cases. 

(2)  Disclosure  of  Information  by  the 
Social  Security  Administration  to  the 
Railroad  Retirement  Board  for  Use  In 
administering  the  Railroad  Unemploy¬ 
ment  Insurance  Act. 

(3)  Outside  review  of  data  base  pro¬ 
posal. 

(4)  Working  papers  for  data  base. 

(5)  Proposed  draft  letter  to  the  OflBce 
of  Management  and  Budget  concerning 
the  Board’s  temporary  employment  ceil¬ 
ing  request. 

(6)  Amending  the  Regulations  of  the 
Railroad  Retirement  Board  imder  the 
Railroad  Unemplojmnent  Insurance  Act 
concerning  the  determination  of  a  rate 
of  unemployment. 

(7)  Problems  In  the  computer  room. 
Portions  closed  to  the  public; 

(8)  Appeal  to  the  Board  of  denial  of 
annuity  application,  Edwin  L.  F^oon. 

(9)  Appeal  to  the  Board  of  denial  of 
annuity  application,  Robert  L.  McDon¬ 
ald. 

CONTACT  PERSON  FOR  MORE  IN¬ 
FORMATION: 


R  F.  Butler,  Secretary  of  the  Board. 
Teleph<Hie  No.  312-387-4920. 

[8-436  PUed  6-17-77:9:34  am] 
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AGENCY  HOLDING  TTIE  MEETTNG: 
Federal  Trade  Commission. 

TTME  AND  DATE:  10  a.m.,  Tuesday, 
May  24,  1977. 

PLACE:  Room  432,  Federal  ’Trade  Com¬ 
mission  Building,  6th  Street  and  Penn¬ 
sylvania  Avenue,  NW.,  Washington,  D.C. 
20580. 

STATUS:  Closed. 

MATTERS  TO  BE  CONSIDERED; 

Nonadjudicative  Matters: 

The  Commission  has  not  yet  scheduled 
any  Nonadjudicative  items  for  discus¬ 
sion  at  this  meeting. 

Adjudicative  Matters  Under  Part  3  of 
the  Rules  of  Practice: 

(1)  Approval  of  Minutes  of  Adjudica¬ 
tive  Matters  C<msidered  at  Commission 
Meeting  of  May  17, 1977. 

(2)  Consideration  of  Complaint  Coun¬ 

sel’s  Request  for  Authorization  of  Jxidi- 
cial  Enforcement  of  SutHX)enas  Issued  to 
Certain  Respondents  In  Exxon  Corp., 
Docket  No.  8934.  _ 

(3)  Consideration  of  Final  Decision  in 
Central  California  Lettuce  Producers 
Cooperative,  Docket  No.  8970. 

(4)  Consideration  of  withdrawing 
Safety  Stores,  Inc.,  Docket  No.  9053,  from 
Adjudication  to  consider  proposed  con¬ 
sent  agreement. 

CONTACT  PERSON  FOR  MORE  IN¬ 
FORMATION: 

Leonard  J.  McEnnls,  Jr.,  Office  of 
Public  Informatlcm:  (202-523-3830) ; 
Recorded  Message;  (202-523-3806) . 
(8-441-77  Piled  6-17-77:10:68  am] 
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AGENCY  HOLDING  THE  MEETING: 
Federal  Trade  Commission. 

TIME  AND  DA'TE;  10  a.m.,  Wednesday, 
May  25,  1977. 

PLACE;  Room  432,  Federal  Trade  Com¬ 
mission  Building,  6th  Street  and  Penn¬ 
sylvania  Avenue,  NW.,  Washington,  D.C. 
20580. 

STATUS:  Open. 

MATTERS  TO  BE  CONSIDERED: 

(1)  Discussion  of  Proix>sed  Rules 
Changes  and  Additions  dealing  with  As¬ 
surance  of  Confidentiality  with  regard 
to  and  Protection  of  Confidential  Busi¬ 
ness  Information. 

(2)  Report  from  General  Counsel  on 
Congressional  Matters. 

CONTACT  PERSON  FOR  MORE  IN¬ 
FORMATION: 

Leonard  J.  McEnnis,  Jr.,  Office  of 
Public  Information:  (202-523-3830) ; 
Recorded  Message:  (202-523-3806) . 
(8-442-77  Filed  5-17-77:10:68  am] 
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